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The Perceptual Abilities P -oject

Janine K. Bethscheider

ABSTRACT

An experimental test battery designed to measure several perceptual
abilities was administered to over 1,300 examinees of the Johnson O’Connor
Research Foundation (JOCRF). The battery consisted of eight worksamples:

(a) Hidden Patterns, Hidden Figures, and Drawing, which were regarded as
indices of flexibility of closure; (b) Gestalt Completion, Snowy Pictures, and
Gmnaﬂainﬁs,mﬁd1maecnmﬁda@dsgm&ﬂﬁeksmeizﬁs;Emd(c)Mmm
Tracing Speed Test and Tactics, which were thought to be measures of spatial
scaming. Six of the experimental tests were contained in the 1976 Kit
designad by Bducational Testing Service, and two worksamples were developed
within the Foundation.

Internal-structure analyses of the individual perceptual abilities tests
inﬁ&maiﬂmtfmmcftmewm$§MMes(MMeTnmhg,Hkﬁaaniams,
Drawing, and Concealed Words) had moderately hich reliabilities. The
experimental tests considered jointly were found to measure three distinct
factors: one represented by Gestalt Completion, Snowy Pictures, and Concealed
Words; a second by Hidden Patterns, Hidden Figures, Drawing, and Tactics; and
a third by Maze Tracing.

The relationships of the perceptual abilities to the aptitudes measured by
the JOCRF standard battery were also investigated. The Maze Tracing Speed
Test was not related to any of the Foundation worksamples. The
speed-of-closure tests were moderately independent of the JOCRF worksamples.
There was a relatively strong relationship between flexibility of closure and
the spatially related worksamples in the standard battery, but the
flexibility-of-closure measures also had a moderate amount of variance unique
to themselves.

It was concluded that the constructs of flexibility of closure, speed of
closure, and spatial scanning cculd not be measured sufficiently by the JOCRF
standard battery alone. Moreover, on the basis of their psychometric
pnmmihs,tmacmmeﬂainﬁsTeﬂg}ﬁ&kmladmnst&sm and Maze Tracing
Speed Test could be considered the most suitable of the perceptual abilities
measures studied.
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INTRODUCTION

This report describes a large-scale study conducted by the
Johnson O’Connor Research Foundation (JOCRF) in an effort to
identify and measure three perceptual abilities: flexibility of
closure, speed of closure, and spatial scanning. The project
utilized six tests that were designed by Educational Testing
Service (ETS) to measure these three factors, along with two
worksamples that were developed within the Foundation.

This report consists of four sections. This first section
presents definitions of the three perceptual abilities under
study and summarizes some of the literature in this area. Much
of the material in this section was drawn from an unpublished
report by Kaplan (1986). The second part of this report:
describes the eight worksamples that constitute tne experimental
perceptual abilities battery and discusses the typus of analyses
that were conducted for the study. The third section details the
results of the analyses. This includes an assessment of the
structure of the experimental worksamples, individually and as a
complete battery, as well as an examination of the relationship
of the perceptual akbiiities to the aptitudes measured by the
JOCRF standard battery. These results are then summarized in the
fourth section. Conclusions based on the findings of this study
are also presented in the final part of this report.

The first person formally to study the domain of perceptual
abilities was Thurstone (1944), who administered 40 tests
representing a wide variety of perceptual processes to 194
university students. He found the tests to be described best by
seven perceptual factors, including a speed-~of-closure factor and
a flexibility-of-closure factor (Tyler, 1956, pp. 228-230).

By the end of the 1940s, research activity related to the
study of cognitive factors was rapidly increasing, especially
ttith the advancement of factor-analytic techniques (Spearman,
1927; Thurstone, 1947). But the lack of any systematic
procedures for identifying and defining aptitude factors made it
difficult to make comparisons across studies. Consequently, it
became virtually impossible to integrate all the findings into a
comprehensive whole.

Therefore, in the early 1950s, ETS assembled a group of
prominent researchers in the field to establish an integrated
system for isolating and conceptualizing distinct cognitive
factors. The outcome was the identification of 15 factors, of
which flexibility of closure and speed of closure were two.
Development of aptitude tests for each of the factors followed.
Then, for each identificzd factor, those tests considered to be
the best available measures of the factor were designated as




marker, or reference, tests for that factor (i.e., tests believed
to be measures of that one factor and only that factor). The
result was the publication, in 1954, of the first edition of the
Kit of Selected Tests for Reference Aptitude and Achjevement
Factors, which included th:ee marker tests for each of the 15
factors. The purpose of the Kit was to "provide reseaxchers with
sets of common tests" (Ekstrom, French, Harman, & Dermen, 1976,
pP. 1), which would (a) facilitate comparisons across studies and
(b) help clarify the contribution of other hypothesized measures
of a factor.

In the late 1950s, a second conference was convened to
consider the results of continued research on a).‘'tude factors.
This time, 24 factors were isolated, and a revised Kit of marker
tests for the factors was published (French, Ekstrom, & Price,
1963). This second edition of the Kit included tests for spatial
scanning, as well as flexibility of closure and speed of closure.

By the end of the 1960s, it appeared that a review of the
status of the cognitive factors included in the 1963 Kit might be
in order. Further updating and improvement of the Kit led to the
publication of a third edition (Ekstrom et al., 1976). This
latest Kit contained reference tests for 23 factors, again
including flexibility of closure, speed cf closure, and spatial
scanning.

Definitions of the three perceptual abilities under study can
be found in the following section. In addition, the literature
on the relationships among the three factors, as well as their
relationships to other cognitive abilities, is summarized.

Flexibility of Closure

In the most recent Manual for Kit of Factor-Referenced
cognitive Tests, flexibility of closure was defined as "the
ability to hold a given visual percept or configuration in mind
so as to disembed it from other well defined perceptual material®
(Ekstrom et al., 1976, p. 19). 1In tests of this aptitude factor,
the examinee must disembed a given figure from a more complex,
and therefore distracting, perceptual field.

There are three marker tests for flexibility of closure in
the 1976 Kit: the Hidden Patterns Test, the Hidden Figures Test,
and the Copying Test. The two better-established measures,
Hidden Patterns and Copying, not only present the examinee with
the exact configuration to be found but also require the examinee
to search for only one stimulus figure per item. Hidden Figures,
on the other hand, requires the examinee to determine which one
of five figures is embedded in each item. Because Hidden Figures
has proven to be less clearly related to the other two markers
than is desirable (Ekstrom, French, & Harman, 1979), ETS is in
the process of revising this test so that the examinee must
search for only one configuration in each item (Bejar & Yocum,
1986).
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Speed of Closure

The definition posited for speed of closure in the 1976 Kit
manual is: f'the ability to unite an apparently disparate
perceptual field into a single cciucept" (Ekstrom et al., 1976,
p. 25). 1In tests of this factor, the examinee must take an
ambiguous visual stimulus (e.g., one that is partially
obliterated or "snow"-filled) and interpret it as a uritary
whole.

There is some question about what differentiates measures of
speed of closure from measures of flexibility cf closure, but a
major consideration appears to be the examinee’s knowledge (or
lack of knowledgn:) about the configuration for which he is
searching. Typically, in speed-of-closure tests the examinee
must close the disparate elements into a single unified figure
without prior knowledge of the required configuration; in
flexibility-of-closure tescs the examinee is presented with the
exact configuiration to be found but must disembed it from a
distracting perceptual field.

Two reference tests were included in the 1963 Kit for this
factor: the Gestalt Completion Test and the Concealed Words
Test. A third marker, Snowy Pictures, was added in the 1976
Kit. There is some evidence that these three measures are not
reliable markers for the same factor (Ekstrom et al., 1979). One
hypothesis is that there may be both semantic and perceptual
speed-of-closure factors (Adcock & Martin, 1971; Messick &
French, 1975), with Gestalt Completion and Sncwy Pictures loading
on the perceptual speed-~of-closure factor and Concealed Words
loading or the semantic or, possibly, both speed~of-closure
factors (Ekstrom et al., 1979).

Spatial Scanning

This aptitude factor was defined in the 1976 Kit manual as
"speed in exploring visually a wide or complicated spatial field"
(Ekstrom et al., 1976, p. 155). The %“ests selected as maxkers
for spatial scanning in the 1976 Kit were Maze Tracing S, ed
Test, Choosing a Path, and Map Planning Test. At least two of
these reference tests have been used in a number of
factor-analytic studies, but a clear spatial-scanning factor has
emerged only twice (Ekstrom et al., 1979). In view of these
findings, it has been concluded by ETS that revision of the
marker tests for this factor may be necessary.

Relationships among Perceptual Abilities

A number of studies have investigated the relationship
between flexibility of closure and speed of closure (b3:chtoldt,
1947; Botzum, 1951; Glass, 1967; Messick & French, 1975; Mos,
Wardell, & Royce, 1974; Pemberton, 1952; Thurstone, 1944). The
mgjority testify to the existence of speed of closure as a factor
distinct from flexibility or closure. For example, in a factor
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analysis conducted by Botzum (1951) cn 46 cognitive tests, nine
factors emerged, including two flexibility-of-clcsure factors and
one speed-of-closure factor. Each of the flexibility-of-closure
factors snowed a minimal to moderately low correlation with the
speed-of-closure factor (xrs = .05 and .26, respectively). A
factor analysis on 26 tests by Mos et al. (1974) yielded eight
factors, including separate flexibility-of -closure and
speec~of-closure factors. They also found a relatively low
correlation (r = .21) between the two factors.

Several studies, however, have suggested some interdependence
(i.e., correlation) between these twc closure factors. Roff
(1953}, for instance, investigated the correlations between two
measures of flexibility of closu~= (Hidden Patterns and Hidden
Figures) and two measures of speeu vf closure (Gestalt Completinn
and Concealed Words). Hidden Figures correlated .35 with Gestalt
Completion and .30 with Concealed Words; Hidden Patterns
correlated .33 and .27 with Gestals: Completion and Concealed
Words, respectively. Messick and French (1975) reported
flexibility and speed of perceptua.’ losure to be distinct albeit
correlated factors (r = .29). Most of the evidence appears to
indicate that although flexibility of closure is positively
correlated with speed of closure, the two are separate factors.

Spatial scanning has been considered to be a factor quite
distinct from flexibility of ciosure and speed of closure.
Consequently, only one study specifically correlating spatial
scanning with either closure factor was uncovered by the outside
literature review. In this study, which was conducted by
Guilford and L.cey (1947), Hidden Figures correlated .32 with
Maze Tracing, .30 with Choosing a Path, and .28 with Map
Planning. One study conducted by the Foundation also showed some
correlation of one measure of spatial scanning (Map Planning)
with one measure of flexibility of closure (Hidden Fiuyures:

L = .26; Technical Report 1981-2).

Relationships with Field Independence

In the 1940s, Witkin introduced the construct of field
independence, measured by the Rod~and-Frame Test (RFT; Witkin,
1949). Researchers later discovered a substantial relationship
between the RFT and embedded-figure types of tests (r = .37; Fry
& Thompson, 1977; Witkin, Dyk, Faterson, Goodenough, & Karp,
1962). This led to the acceptance of embedded-figure tests, as
well as the RFT, as measures of field independence. More
recently, however, after reviewing the research on field
independence, Witkin and Goodenough (1981) concluded that the RFT
represented field independence better than embedded-figure tests
and that the two tests measured distinct aptitudes. This
distinction was further supported by a correlational study
conducted by Linn and Kyllonen (1981). Moreover, most of the
recent evidence appears to indicate thut although flexibility of
closure and field independence are related, they are not
identical factors. Currently, the majority of researchers regard
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as distinct the aptitudes measured by the RFT and embedded-figure
tests, although some continue to use embedded-figure tests as a
measure of field independence.

Studies relating field independence specifically to tests
similar to Hidden Patterns or Copying were not uncovered in the
outside literature review. Nor was research on the relationship
of speed of closure to field independence. The independence of
spatial scanning from field independence has never been
questioned.

Relatjonships with Cognition and Personality

Flexibility of closure has been shown to correlate with a
number of general cognitive aptitudes (Kastner, 1978; Messick &
French, 1275). Parasuraman (1976) found that flexibility of
closure was related to performance on tests of perceptual speed
similar to the JOCRF Number Checking worksample. Barrett and
Barker (1973) found a measure of flexibility of closure (Hidden
Patterns) to be positively correlated to rate of reading. 1In a
study conducted by thbe Foundation (Technical Report 1981-2),
significant correlations emerged between flexibility of closure
(as measured by Hidden Figures) and a number of other tests in
either the JOCRF standard battery or the ETS Kit. Those findings
can be summarized as follows. Correlations between Hidden
Figures and measures of spatial ability ranged from .25 to .41
(rs = .41 with Surface Development, .35 with Paper Folding, .32
with Form Bcard, .26 with Wiggly Block, and .25 with Cube
Comparisons). With tests of logical reasoning, Hidden Figures
was found to correlate .29 with Diagramming Relationships and .28
with Analytical Reasoning and Inference.

Speed of closure has also been found to relate to a number of
abilities in the cognitive domain. In particular, rate of
reading, as well as comprehension, has been found to be
positively correlated with speed of closure (Barrett & Barker,
1873; Baten, 1981; Glass, 1967).

An ETS study conducted by Ekstrom et al. (1979) utilized a
battery of 33 tests that included three marker tests for each of
11 factors, including speed of closure. The correlations between
the speed-of-closure measures were only low to moderate: Gestalt
Completion was found to correlate .32 with Snowy Pictures and .26
with Concealed Words; Snowy Pictures correlated .19 with
Concealed Words. 1In addition, distinct correlational patterns
emerged for each of the speed-of-closure markers. Gestalt
Completion showed moderate correlations only with the reference
tests for spstial orientation (rs ranged from .24 to .36) and
logical reasoning (rs ranged from .23 to .27). For Snowy
Pictures, moderate correlations were found only with the indices
of integrative processes (rs ranged from .19 to .39) and visual
memory (rs ranged from .32 to .38). Concealed Words showed
moderate correlational patterns with the markers of three
factors: vVerbal Closure (rs ranged from .17 to .41), Integrative
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Processes (rs ranged from .16 to .32), and Logical Reasoning (rs
ranged from .18 to .30). In a facter analysis, the three
speed-of-closure tests had their highest loadings on the same
factor; but Concealed Words alsc loaded on the Verbal Closure
factor, and Snowy Pictures loaded on two other factors (Numerical
Facility and Integrative Processes). These findings suggest that
the three markers of speed of closure may be measuring somewhat
different perceptual processes.

Spatial scanning has generally been considered an independent
cognitive factor (Bunderson, 1967; Lemke, Klausmeier, & Harris,
1967). For instance, in a factor analysis of 34 task and ability
tests (Lemke et al., 1967), seven ability factors emerged,
including spatial scanning. 1In addition, spatial scanning was
not substantially correlated with the concept-attainment and
information-processing variables.

There is, however, some evidence that spatial scanning is
moderately related to both a second-order visualization factor
and a planning-ability factor (Royce, 1973). 1In addition, the
results of a study conducted by Kastner (1978) indicated that
spatial scanning was a contributor to concentration. Irons
(1982) found the debugging skills of computer programmers to be
related to performance on spatial-scanning measures. Finally, in
the previously mentioned Foundation study (Technical Report
1981-2), significant correlations emerged between spr.ial
scanning (as measured by Map Planning) and a number of other
tests in the JOCRF battery or the ETS Kit. Those findings can be
sunmarized as follows. Map Planning was found to moderately
correlate with measures of spatial ability (rs = .43 with Surface
Development, .38 with Form Board, .35 with Paper Folding and Cube
Comparisons, and .31 with Wiggly Block). Correlations between
Map Planning and indices of logical reasoning ranged from .30 to
.36 (rs = .36 with Diagramming Relationships, .30 with Inference
and Analytical Reasoning).

Few studies have investigated the relationships between
perceptual processes and personality characteristics, although a
number of typologies have keen advanced over the years. One
perception-personality typology that is frequently propounded
contrasts analyzers with synthesizers. According to Tyler
(1956), "the analytic observer concentrates on details and tends
to see separate parts. The synthetic observer sees the field as
an integrated whole but may miss some of its de_ails completely"
(p. 225). There is some evidence that flexibility of closure is
related to analytic abilities, while speed of closure is related
to synthetic (or holistic) abilities (Bouma & Ippel, 1983; Sawva,
1969).

Sex and Age Differences

. Most of the literature on sex differences in perceptual
apllltles has focused on embedded-fi¢ ‘e types of tests, such as
Hidden Figures. For example, in their review of 32 studies that
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utilized embedded-figure tests, Maccoby and Jacklin (1974) found
five that reported males significantly outperforming females and
three that reported females significantly outperforming males.
More recently, Shute, Pellegrino, Hubert, and Reynolds (1983)
found that low-androgen males and high-androgen females (i.e.,
persons with hormone levels approaching those of the opposite
sex) performed better on measures of flexibility of closure than
high-androgen males and low-androgen females. Richmond (1980}
reported no sex differences in scores on Hidden Figures or
Copving. Likewise, in a Foundation study conducted by Trafton
and Garrison (Tech: :al Report 1982-3), no sex differences
emerged for Hidden igures. Finally, in a meta-analysis of
visuo-spatial tests including Hidden Figures, Linn and Petersen
(1985) concluded that the reported sex effacts for Hidden Figures
and other tests in the same category were small, with most of the
studies yielding no significant differences between males and
females.

With regard to speed of closure and spatial scanning,
research on sex differences was not uncovered in the outside
literature review. In the Foundation study cited above, though,
males were found to outperform females on Map Planning, a
spatial-scanning measure.

Most of the research on age differences in perceptual
abilities has addressed interactive rather than main effects.
There is, however, some evidence of a gradual diminution of
perceptual abilities with age, particularly for flexibility of
closure (Crosson, 1984; Cunningham, 1978, 1981; Ohnmacht &
Fleming, 1972; Ohnmacht, Weaver, & Kohler, 1970).

Other Conceptualizations

In the preceding sections, the ETS conceptualization of
several perceptual abilities was presented. In this arrangement,
Hidden Patterns, Hidden Figures, and Copying are considered
indices of a factor labeled flexibility of closure; Gestalt
Completion, Snowy Pictures, and Concealed Words are
conceptualized as measures of a factor named speed of closure:
and Maze Tracing Speed, Choosing a Path, and Map Planning are
designated as marXkers for a spatial-scanning factor.

The foregoing conceptualization is the most common one used
by social scientists, but that does not preclude other
arrangements of.these nine ETS reference tests. For instance,
W. Wothke (personal communication, December 16, 1985) has
suggested the following four-~-factor ordering:

(a) embedding-disembedding, as measured by Hidden Patterns and
Hidden Figures; (b) closure over random noise, as measured by
Gestalt Completion, Snowy Pictures, and Concealed Words:

(c) route planning/map reading, as measured by Maze Tracing
Speed, Choosing a Path, and Map Planning; and (d) structural
visualization, as partially measured by Copying.




Review of the extant literature did not uncover any studies
that investigated the relationships among all three of
flexibility of closure, speed of closure, and spatial scanning.
Without the support of empirical evidence, neither the
distinctness of the three perceptual abilities nor ETS’s
conceptualization of the nine aforementioned markers as measures
of flexibility of closure, speed of closure, or spatial scanning
should be regarded as definitive.

METHOD

Examinees

The examinees for this study were paying clients of the
JOCRF. These examinees came to the Foundation for testing in
order to obtain information about their aptitudes that they could
use in making educational and occupational decisions. The JOCRF
examinee population is a relatively homogeneous group with
respect to educaticn and socioeconomic status. Foundation
clients typically are white and middle- to upper-middle-class.
The great majority are college-bound or college-educated.

A total of 1,368 examinees completed one or more of the
worksamples in the experimental battery. Of these, 708 were male
(51.8%) and 660 were female (48.2%). The age of the clients
ranged from 14 to 69, with an average age of 24.9 (SD = 9.6) and
a median age of 20. Approximately 54% of the examinees were
tested in Foundation offices in the southern United States
(Houston, Dallas, New Orleans), 27% in test centers in the East
{Philadelphia, Washington, DC), and 19% in offices located in the
West and Northwest (Denver, Seattle).

Measures
The JOCRF Standard Aptitude Battery

The perceptual abilities battery was administered in
conjunction with a larger aptitude test battery offered by the
Foundation. A brief description of the aptitudes measured by the
JOCRF standard worksamples is contzained in Tahle 1., A more
detailed description of the tests in the experimental perceptual
abilities battery follows.

The Experimental Perceptual Abilities Batter

The experimental battery consisted of eight werksamples.
three thought to be measures of flexibility of closure, three of
speed of closure, and two of spatial scanning. 8Six of the tests
were contained in the 1976 Xif desigred by ETS, and two
worksamples were developed within the FPoundation. Ip this ané
subsequent sections of the report that consider the experimental
worksamples individually, first the sgpeed nf closure markers will

8
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Table 1

Aptitudes Measured in the JOCRF Standard Battery

Name Description
Graphoria ggeed and accuracy in noticing if pairs of mmbers are
ph e same or diffgryent. g
Ideaphoria Measure of verbal fluency, the rate of flow of ideas.
Foresight Ability to keep one’s mind on a long-range goal.

Inductive Reasoning
Analytical Reasoning

Wiggly Block

Paper Folding

Personality

Tonal Memory

Pitch Dicorimination
Rhythm Memory
Memory for Design

Silegrams
Nunber Memory

Ohoevation

Tiraer Dexterity

Tweezer Dexterity

%uickna.ss in seeing a common element among separate
acts, ideas, or o tions.

Quickness in arranging ideas into a logical seguernce.

f stru vi ization, an aptitude for
Igleasur $ua1‘fz°mg thrcmlee-dmensfgalnal forms! ,Measurptl ed by the
ability to reconstruct a three-dimensional biock.

A second measure of structural visualization,
the ability to rotate two-dimensional
surfaces gh three-dimensioral space.

Tendency to yeact from a general, objective viewpoint
versus reacting from a pegsonal, '$ubjaect1ve ,
viewpoint. DeScribes how well-sui a person is for

work that is highly oriented toward n contact
Osegectl_ ye) or individual ormance
f Jjective).

Ability to remember sequences of tones.

Ability to differentiate fine differences in pitch.
Ability to remember compiex rhythmic patterns.
Memory for straight-line patterns.

Associative memory for English words paired with
nonsense syllables.

Ability to remember several six-digit mmbers
simultanecusly.

Quickness in recalling fine visual details.

Speed and accuracy in manipulating small objects with
one’s fingers.

Speed and accuracy in handling small obdjects with
tweezers. Y g J *
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be discussed, then the indices of flexibility of closure, and,
last, the measures of spatial scanning.

Gestalt Completion Test (Worksample 729 A*). This test is an
ETS marker of speed of closure, with reported reliabilities

ranging from .77 to .85 (Ekstrom et al., 1976). The worksample
consists of two parts, each lasting two minutes and containing 10
items. In the Gestalt Completion Test, the examinee is shown
drawings composed of black blotches that represent parts of
objects and is asked to identify these incompletely drawn
figures. Figure 1 contains a sample item from this test. (The
examples displayed in this report for aljl the tests except
Drawing are not items from the tests themselvas but items that
are presented in conjunction with the instructions for the test
for purposes of practice or illustration.)

Figure 1
Sample Item from the Gestalt Completion Test

From Manual for Kit of
Facun&Reﬂaxywedgxgnﬁjgg

Tests (p. 27) by R. B. Fkstrom,
J. W. French, H. H. Harman, and
D. Dermen, 1976, Princeton, NJ: Y
BEducational Testing Service. o=
Copyright © 1975 by Educational

Testing Service. Reprinted by = u.

permission. % -

Y

The answer is: flag.

Snowy Pictures (Worksample 732 A*). This test also is an ETs
reference test for the speed-of-closure factor, with a reported
reliability of .68 (Ekstrom et al., 1976). It comprises two
parts, each lasting four minutes ang containing 12 items. 1n
Snowy Pictures, the examinee is pPresented with pictures of
objects covered with splatters ang asked to identify these
partially obliterated figures. an example of an item from this
test is shown in Figure 2.




Figure 2

Sample Item from Snowy Pictures

From Manual for Kit of
Factor-Referenced itive
Tests (p. 29) by R. B. Ekstron,
J. W. French, H. H. Harman, and
D. Dermen, 1976, Princeton, NJ:
Eﬁxztional!nﬁﬁingkavice.
Copyright © 1975 by Educational
Testing Service. Reprinted by
permission.

The answer is: anchor.

Concealed Words Test (Worksample 728 A%),

Likewise an ETS
marker of speed of closure, this test

consists of two parts,
i The reported

to .83 (Ekstrom
» the examinee js
ated letters and is asked
ete words. TFleayre 3 contains an example of

Figure 3

Sample Item from the Concealed Words Test

From Manual for Kit of
ctor-Referenced itive
Tests (p. 28) by R. B. Exstrom,
J. W. French, H. H. Harman, anq ™ Ney
D. Dermen, 1976, Princeton, Nj: AL Ca

Eﬁwxﬂionalfnxming Service.
Copyright © 1962, 1975 by
Eﬁucmﬁonalfﬁaﬁing’&andce.
Reprinted hy permission,

The answer is: parents,

Hidden Patterns Test (Worksample 727 A*). This test is an
ETS marker of flexibility of clos

. ure, with reporteq reliabilities
ranging from .81 %o .91 (Ekstrom et a1
contains two parts, each comprising 20




more-complex geometric patterns. The items on this worksample
are relatively easy but must be solved under highly speeded
conditions. Figure 4 displays a model figure along with several
examples of items from this test.

Figure 4

Model Figure and Sample Ttems from the Hidden Patterns Test

From Manual for Kit of
Factor~Referenced Cognitive

Tests (p. 22) by R. B. Fkstrom,

J. W. French, H. H. Harman, and

D. Dermen, 1976, Princeton, NJ:

Bducational Testing Service.
Copyright © 1962, 1975 by

Bducational Testing Service. Y[7 M % m
Reprinted by permission. 5
() () () ()

The answers are: the model
appears in the first, third,
and fourth patterns.

Hidden Figures Test (Worksample 730 A*). Also an ETS marker
for the flexibility of closure factor, this test has
reliabilities reported in the .80 to .83 range (Ekstrom et al.,
1976). Hidden Figures has two parts, each with 16 items and
lasting 12 minutes. Due to time constraints, however, only the
first half of this test was administered as part of the
perceptual apilities battery. 1In the Hidden Figures Test, each
item consists of a complex geometrical pattern. The exXaminee is
given five figures and must decide which of the five is enmbedded
in each of the patterns. The items on this test are very

difficult. Figure 5 presents an example of five figures and two
items from this test.

Drawing (Worksample 494 B*). This worksample is a Foundation
test similar to the ETS Copying Test, which is a marker of
flexibility of closure. Both the JOCRF Drawing test and the ETS
Copying test are adaptations of the Copying subtest in the
MacQuarrie Test for Mechanical Ability, which was developed in
1925. In the MacQuarrie Copying subtest, the examinee is
presented with drawings consisting of four straight lines and
asked to copy each pattern onto a five-by-five grid of dots. One
dot on each matrix is circled to denote the starting point for
the drawing. Likewise, in the ETS Copying test, the examinee is
asked to copy four-line drawings onto five~by-five grids of dots.
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Figure 5

Sample Figures and Items from the Hidden Fiqures Test

From Manual for Kit of Factor-Referenced Coomitive Tests (p. 21) by R. B.
Ekstrom, J. W. French, H. H. Harman, and D. Dermen, 1976, Princeton, NJ:
Educational Testing Service. Copyright © 1962, 1975 by BEducational
Testing Service. Reprinted by permission.

TN DN

<
7

A B CDE A B CDE

The answers are: A and D, respectively.

The original Foundation version (Form A), which was developed
in the late 1940s, utilized eight drawings, each composed of 12
lines (Hill, 1970). This worksample proved to be too difficult
for examinees, however, and a second version with eight
eight-line drawings (Form B) was subsequently designed (Hill,
1970). The current version of Drawing (Form B*) comprises 10
items (two newly designed drawings for the first two items plus
the eight from Form B), lasting one minute apiece. Each item
consists of a drawing of eight or nine straight lines. While the
drawing is projected on a Screen, the examinee is asked to copy
the pattern onto a sheet of paper displaying a nine-by-nine grid
of dots. One line of the drawing is already drawn on the answer
sheet to serve as a reference line. fThe solution (i.e., the
drawing superimposed on the matrix of dots) is shown after each

of the first two items. A sample item from the Drawing test is
displayed in Figure 6.

The Drawing worksample was designed by the Foundation as a
paper-and-pencil test of structural visualization (Minutes of
Meeting of the Trustees, 1964). Correlations between Drawing and
other structural visualization measures in the JOCRF aptitude
battery ranged from .44 to .47 (s = .47 with Black Cube, .44 to
+46 with Wiggly Block; Minutes of Meeting of the Trustees, 1966;
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Figure 6

Sample Item from Drawing
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Minutes of Meecing of the Research Department and Executive
Committee, 1971). Reliabilities of .86 (Wallace & Mandell, 1972)
and .89 (Poff & Holder, 1974) have been reported for the Drawing
worksample.

Two distinctions between copying~type tests, such as those by
MacQuarrie and ETS, and the Foundation Drawing test are worth
mentioning. First, in the copying tests the pattern to be
reproduced is presented on paper immediately to the left of the
matrix of dots, whereas in the Drawing test. the pattern is
projected on a screen and only the grid of dots appears on
paper. Second, in the Drawing test the examinee must reproduce
to scale the <drawings appearing on the screen, whereas in the
copying~type tests each line drawn by the examinee must be the

Maze Tracing Speed Test (Worksample 731 A*), ohis test is an .
ETS marker of spatial scanning, with reportea reiiabilities of
-89 to .94 (Ekstrom et al., 1976). The worksample consists of
two parts, each lasting three minutes. 1In each part, the
examinee is asked to trace a path through a series of 24 mazes,
Examples of items used in the test are shown in Figure 7.

Figure 7

Sample Ttems from the Maze Tracing Speed Test

From Manual for Kit of
Factor-Referenced Cocnitive b L
Tests (p. 157) by R. B. :

Ekstrom, J. W. French, H. H.
Harman, and D. Dermen, 1976,
Princeton, NJ: Educational
Testing Service. Copyright ©
1962 by Bducational Testing
Service. Reprinted by
permission.

|
L

I

]
-
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Tactics (Worksamples 413 A* and 413 B*). This worksample is
‘a Foundation test similar to the ETS Map Planning Test, which is
a marker of  spatial scanning. In each item, the examinee is
Presented with a 16-by-16 partially blockaded checkered board and
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is asked to find, as quickly as possible, the most efficient
route from one designated square to another. Figure 8 contains
an example ¢f a Tactics item.

Figure 8

Tactics has been studied less than Drawing. The original
version of Tactics (Form A) was developed in the mid-1940s and
consisted of five trials (Technical Report 168). In the late
1960s, the five items were revised or replaced, with the new
version labeled Form BA (Johnson O’Connor Research Foundation,
1968). For the current study, two forms of Tactics were
utilized: a five-trial version (Wks. 413 A*), consisting of the
items from Form BA, and a 10~trial version (Wks. 413 B%*),

composed of the five items from Form A* plus five newly created
items.

Analyses

The objectives of the data_analyses for this study were
(a) to evaluate the psychometric properties of the individual
worksamples in the experimental perceptual abilities battery,
(b) to investigate sex and age differences in performance on the
individual worksamples, (c) to assess the relationships among the
worksamples within *the experimental battery, (d) to examine the
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relationships of 'he perceptual abilities to the aptitudes

measured by the JOCRF standard battery, and (e) to explore the
relationships of the perceptual abilities to laterality,

education, and college major. To address these objectives, five |
series of analyses were performed on the data collected in this

study. Unless otherwise stated, the SPSS/pC+ (version 2.0;

Norusis, 1988a) and SPSS/PC+_Advanced Statistics (version 2.90;

Norusis, 1988b) computer software packages were used for these

analyses.

Itemn Analvses

The initial series of analyses examined the internal
structure of each test in the experimental battery. For this
study, the item analyses generally included calculation of the
following statistics: (a) reliability coefficient, (b) item
difficulties, (c) item-total correlations, (d) Rasch fit
statistics, and (e) item factor analysis. A review of the basic
statistical techniques relevant to these item analyses is
contained in the following paragraphs.

Analysis of the internal structure of cognitive tests
typically includes an internal consistency estimate of
reliability. Coefficient alpha is one of the most commonly used
indices of internal consistency for tests that are not
appreciably speeded. A formula for deriving an estimate of alpha
reliability is shown below:

k Oy2 - Zg;2°
).
k-1 Uy

where ryxx is coefficient alpha, k is the number of items in the
worksample, 0y2 is the variance of the total score, and 032 is
the variance of an item score (Nunnally, 1967, p. 196).

With speeded tests, where most of the items attempted are
answered correctly, a reliability estimate based on item-level
data is not appropriate. An alternative is to calculate the
reliability using subtest scores, provided the division of the
worksample into subtests is made on the basis of time rather than
items. 1In this study, for the experimental tests composed of two
separately timed parts, the reliakility was computed as the
split-half correlation between the two parts of the test, which
was then adjusted by the Spearman-Brown correction, yielding the
reliability estimate for the complete worksample. ‘The
Spearman-Brown formula for split-half reliability is as follows:

2 ry2
1+ ryo

Lkk =

where ryx is the reliability of the whole worksample and rj, is
the correlation between Parts 1 and 2 of the test (Nunnally,
1967, p. 194).
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An acceptable reliability estimate generally falls in the
.80s or .90s (Anastasi, 1976; Test Information Bulletin 1980-7).
A close-to-adequate reliability (.70 or above) indicates that
with further refinement the worksample could be acceptable. A
reliability coefficient below .70 suggests that the test needs
substantial improvement before it could be incorporated into the
JOCRF standard battery.

One way to increase a test’s reliability is to lengthen it by
adding items. The number of items necessary to obtain a
specified reliability can be estimated using an inversion of the
Spearman-Brown formula (Nunnally, 1967). For this study, the
estimated lengthening required to obtain a reliability
coefficient of .80 was calculated for any worksample in the
experimental battery that had a lower-than-desirable reliability.

The second step in item analysis for this study was to
determine item difficulties. The difficulty of an item (p value)
is defined as the proportion of examinees who correctly completed
the item. The larger the p value, the easier the item was for
those tested. For example, a p value of .95 means that 95% of
the examinees answered the item correctly.

It is important to measure item difficulties in order to
discover whether the test’s distribution of item difficulties is
suitable for the distribution of ability levels of the
examinees. As stated by Anastasi (1976):

Ability tests are designed to assess as accurately as
possible each individual’s level of attainment in the
particular ability. For this purpose, if no one passes an
item, it is excess baggage in the test. The same is true of
items that everyone passes. Neither of these types of items
provides any informatiof about individual differences. Since
such items do not affect; the variability of test scores, they
contribute nothing to the reliability or validity of the
test. The closer the difficulty of an item approaches 1.00
or 0, the less differential information about examinees it
contributes. (p. 199)

If the distribution of item difficulties shows that an aptitude
test has too few items with large p values (or too many items
with small p values), it means that the test is toc difficult and
cannot properly differentiate examinees at the lower end of the
ability range. If a test lacks items with small p values {or
cor<ains an abundance of items with large p values), it indicates
that the test is probably too easy and cannot discriminate
properly at the higher end of the ability range.

A Rasch plot of person-ability and item-difficulty
distributions from the MSCALE program (version 2.0; Wright,
Congdon, & Rossner, 1987) was also examined to assess the
distribution of item difficulties across the range of person
ability. It is usu y considered desirable to have a test with
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a wide distribution of item difficulties and an average
difficulty of .50.

The third type of item statistic calculated in this study was
the item-total correlation, i.e., the correlation of examinees’
scores on a particular item with their total test scores. 1In
calculating an item-total correlation, however, one must remember
that the item is a part of the total test. If no adjustment is
made for this part-whole overlap, the resulting item-total
correlation is spuriously high. Correlating the item score with
total score less the item score (i.e., the total of the other
item scores) was the procedure used in this study to correct for
the item-total overlap effect.

An item-total correlation "describes the degree to which an
individual item fits the test; e.g., the degree to which the item
measures the same latent trait that is measured by the other
items on the test" (Technlcal Report 1987-1, p. 24). Items that
correlate most highly with total score usually fit the test best
and add the mos: to a worksample’s »eliability. As noted by Tal
(Technical Report 1987-1):

Good-fitting items increase a test’s reliability, while
poorly fitting items tend to decrease reliability or to add
very little to reliability; i.e., removal of a good item
decreases the reliability of a test, while remrval of a bad
item increases reliability or leaves it the same. (p. 24)

In general, item-total correlations above .30 are considered
satisfactory.

Rasch fit statistics also were utilized in this study to
assess the quality of a test’s items. The Rasch model is a
latent-trait model that produces item fit ("infit") statistics
that can be used to determine which items are good indicators of
ability. The infit statistic for an item represents the

~ correspondence (or fit) between the set of examinees who answered

the item correctly and the set of examinees who would be expected
to answer the item correctly based on their ability estimates.

In the Rasch model, large negative infit values mean very good
item fit, infit values in the range of -2 to +2 indicate average
fit, and large positive infit values imply poor item fit. The
fit statistics for this study were estimated using the MSCALE
program (version 2.0; Wright, Congdon, & Rossner, 1987).

The final item-analysis procedure used in this study was
exploratory item factor analysis to verify that the set of test
items could be adequately explained by a single factor.

Estimates of the initial factors were obtained from principal
components analysis. The decision regarding the number of
factors needed to represent the item data was based on
eigenvalues and the percentage of total variance accounted for by
each extracted factor. A scree plot of the total variance
associated with each factor was also examined.
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Analyses of Sex and Age Effects

Sex and age differences in performance on the individual
worksamples in the experimental battery were evaluated using the
classical experimental approach to analysis of variance of the
test scores by sex and age. Analysis of variance was used to
answer three questions:

1. wWhat is the main effect of sex on performance scores when
differences in age are controlled?

2. What is the main effect of age on performance when scores
are adjusted for differences in sex?

3. Is there an interactive effect of sex and age on scores?

For these anaiyses, the sample was partitioned into the following

nine age groups: (a) 14-16, (») 17-19, (c) 20-22, (4) 23-25,
(e) 26-30, (f) 31-35, (g) 36-40, (h) 41-45, and (i) 46 and
older. The resulting 2 x 9 designs contained unequal sample
sizes in the cells.

The size of each 51gn1f1cant main effect was assessed by
estlmatlng omega—-squared (w2), which represents the proportlon of
variance in the worksample that was attributable to the given

effect. The square root of omega-squared (i.e.,'ﬂgz) is
equivalent to the effect of a correlation of the same value.

Analyvses of Perceptual Abilities Battery

In the third phase of analyses, the structure of the complete
perceptual abilities battery was evaluated by investigating the
pattern of correlations among the experimental worksamples.
First, the Pearson product moment correlation coefficient r (zero
order correlation) was used to measure the magnitude of the
relationships among the eight perceptual abilities worksamples.
Then, exploratory factor analyses of the correlation matrix were
undertaken to discover the underlying factors that help explain
the observed correlations among the worksamples within the
experimental battery. For a factor model to be appropriate,
however, the measures must be related to each other to a
nontrivial extent. If correlations among the worksamples are
sriall, it is unlikely that they share common factors.

Estimates of the number of factors necessary to represent the
data were obtained from principal components analysis.

Generally, only factors with an eigenvalue greater than unity
were considered salient. The scree plot served as an additional
criterion for ascertaining the significant factors.

After the number of salient factors was determlned, those
factors were extracted from the correlation matrix using
principal components analysis. Because it is usually difficult
to identify meaningful factors based on extraction alone, varimax
rotation was then performed in order to enhance the
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interpretability of the extracted factors. After rotation, the
matrix of factor loadings was examined.

J
\
|
|
1
|
The factor loadings represent the correlations between the
factors and the worksamples. Typically, interpretation of each

factor is based on those worksamples with large loadings on the

factor (.40 or above). For the factor analysis to be considered
successful, few, if any, of the worksamples should have large

loadings on more than one factor. Furthermore, each factor |
should have large loadings for only some of the worksamples. The |
results should then be factors that are clearly differentiated

and easily interpretable.

Analvses of Perceptual Abilities and JOCRF Batteries

In the fourth set of analyses for this study, the
relationships of the perceptual abilities to the aptitudes
measured by the Foundation’s standard battery were explored.
First, zero-order correlations between the perceptual abilities
and the JOCRF worksamples were computed to determine their degree
of relationship. Next, several exploratory factor analyses were
performed. Estimates of the number of factors necessary to
represent the data were obtained from principal components
analysis. Extracted factors were then rotated to the varimax
criterion and the resulting factor solutions assessed in terms of
interpretability.

Multiple regression analyses were then performed on the data
to determine whether the experimental tests showed ccnsiderable
redundancy with worksamples in the standard battery or measured
constructs unique to the perceptual abilities battery. The
larger the multiple R, the more overlap or redundancy between the
experimental test and the Foundation worksamples. The size of 2
the effect was assessed by the square of the multiple R (i.e., R7),
which represents the amount of variance in the perceptual
abilities test that is explained by the standard worksamples. If
perceptual abilities scores can be well-predicted from scores on
the Foundation worksamples, it means scores on the experimental
tests can be obtained more efficiently--that is, without having
to administer the perceptual abilities battery. Consequently,
unless a perceptual abilities measure makes a unique contribution
to the JOCRF battery, its inclusion in the standard battery would
be of limited value.

Analyses of Perceptual Abilities and Laterality, Educational
Level, and College Major

To assess the relationships of laterality, educational level,
and college major to the perceptual abilities, three multlvarlate
analyses of variance were performed. For each analysis, the
dependent variables were the experimental measures with the
exception of Tactics. (Including Tactics would have meant that
those individuals who were administered the 5-<rial version of
Tactics would be excluded from the analysis, thereby considerably
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reducing the sample size.) For the Tactics test, univariate
analyses of variance were performed. For each significant effect
on a multivariate analysis of variance, a univariate analysis of
variance was then performed to determine which of the perceptual
abilities tests showed the effect.

In the first multivariate analysis of variance, the
independent variables were eyedness and handedness along with
sex, which has Ls2n found to interact significantly with
laterality (Technical Report 1987-2). Eyedness scores were
computed as the ratio of the number of trials on which the right
eye was used as the sighting eye to the total number of trials
administered on the eyedness portion of the Foundation’s Eye &
Hand worksample. Handedness scores were computed as the ratio of
the number of trials on which the right hand was used to the
total number of trials on the handedness section of the Eye &
Hand worksample. Examinees were classified as (a) completely
left-eyed if their eyedness ratio was 0, (b) variable-eyed if
their eyedness ratio was between 0 and 1, or (c) completely
right-eyed if their eyedness ratio was 1. (Individuals could be
classified as variable-eyed because they spontaneously switched
eyes in Parts 1 or 2 of the worksample or they switched eyes when
directed to use their nondominant eye in Part 3.) The sample was
also partitioned into three handedness groups: (a) primarily
left-handed (for a handedness ratio less than .50),

(b) variable-handed (for a ratio of .50 through .89), or
(c) essentially right-handed (for a ratio of .90 to 1).

In the second multivariate analysis of variance, the
independent variable was the educational level of examinees at
the time of their testing. For the third multivariate analysis,
examinees’ major field of study was the independent variable.

For this analysis, the following college-major categories were
employed: (a) engineering, (b) physical sciences, (c) biological
sciences, (d) business, (e) social sciences, (f) humanities, and
(g) education. Only individuals who had completed at least two
years of college were included in this analysis.

The results of the analyses for this study are reported in
the following sections.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The Experimental Worksamples Considered Individually

Gestalt Completion Test

Scores. As mentioned earlier, the Gestalt Completion Test
was divided into two comparable parts. An examinee’s score for a
particular part was the number of items he or she correctly
answered within that part. A score for the entire test was
computed by adding together an examinee’s part scores. Table 2
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presents descriptive statistics for each part of Gestalt
Completion.

Table 2

Descriptive Statistics for Gestalt Completion Test

No. of
Section items Mean Sh Range
Part 1 10 7.7 l.4 0-10
Total 20 14.3 2.9 0~20

Note. N = 1,351.

Total scores on the worksample ranged from the test floor
(i.e., 0) to the test ceiling (i.e., 20). although there were no
appreciable ceiling or floor effects, the distribution of test

scores was asymmetrical, with scores concentrated toward the high
end of the distribution.

Internal structure. Analysis of the internal structure of
the Gestalt Completion Test was straightforward. The split-half
correlation between Parts 1 and 2 of the worksample was .52.
Applying the Spearman-Brown correction to the correlation
resulted in a reliability estimate of .68, which is lower than is
desirable by Foundation standards. To increase the reliability
to an acceptable .80 would require almost doub” *ng the length of
the worksample (from 20 items to 38 items), which would increase
total test time from 4 to 7.5 minutes.

Table 3 displays the item difficulties, item~total
correlations, and infit statistics for the test. Iten
difficulties ranged from a low p value of .03 for Item 7 to a
high of .98 for Items 3 and 4, with an average item difficulty of
-71. It is often appropriate to have a few easy problems at the
beginning of a test to serve as warm-up items, but too many
simple problems is inefficient. In Part 1 of Gestalt Completion,
the first four items (or 40% of that part) had P values in excess
of .95, indicating that there probably are too many extremely
easy items, which may contribute to the less-than-adequate
split-half reliability of the worksample.

Item-total correlations ranged from .11 (Item 3) to .54
(Item 11). Items 1 through 4 and 7 showed low item-total
correlations. 1In addition, Items 5, 12, 14, 15, l6, 18, and 20
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Table 3

Item Statistics for Gestalt Completion Test

Difficulty Item-total Fit
Item (p value) correlation statistic
1 .97 .20 -1.03
2 .96 .16 -.29
3 .98 .11 =1.30
4 .98 .15 -1.29
5 .92 .21 .62
6 .86 .32 .27
7 .03 .15 -.90
8 .80 .37 -.29
9 .48 .39 -1.22
10 .67 .43 -2.12
11 .78 .54 -5.83
12 .86 .27 1.12.
13 .57 .35 1.49
14 .31 .24 3.12
15 .86 .27 1.16
16 .94 .29 -.86
17 .66 .52 -6.29
18 .84 .24 2.37
19 .64 .40 -.82
20 .09 .24 -1.41
Note. N = 1,351.
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displayed relatively low item-total correlations. Eight items
correlated at least .30 with total score.

Infit statistics for the Gestalt Completion Test ranged from
-6.29 to 3.12. Items 14 and 18 showed moderately poor fit
relative to the expected pattern of responses. The other items
displayed average or better fit.

Principal components factoring of the item correlation matrix
extracted six factors with eigenvalues greater than or equal to
1.0, namely, 3.48, 1.34, 1.12, 1.99, 1.04, and 1.00. The first
factor accounted for 17.4% of the variance in the test, while the
second accounted for 6.7%. None of the remaining factors
accounted for more than 6% of the variance. The scree plot
indicated that a one-factor model was sufficient for the Gestalt
Completion Test.

Sex and age effects. The analysis of variance of test scores
by sex and age group yielded a significant main effect for sex
for this worksample, F(1;1,296) = 18.50, p < .001. The main
effect for age was also significant, F(8;1,296) = 5.77,

P < .001. The interaction between sex and age was not
significant.

Males did better than females on Gestalt Complet’~n,
averaging 14.68 correctly completed items to the fema.es’ average
of 13.94. When scores are adjusted for age, the difference in
performance between males and females is .23 of a standard
deviation. The proportion of variance attributable to sex alone
is small (w2 = .01), which is equivalent to a correlation of .10.

When scores are adjusted for sex, the proportion of variance
in Gestalt Completion that is accounted for by age alone is .03.
This is comparable to the effect of a correlation of .17.

The age curve for this worksample is graphically depicted in
Figure 9. The plotted values are the mean scores (in deviation
units) of the nine age groups, adjusted for the effects of sex.
No growth curve is manifested in Figure 9; that is, the adult
plateau for Gestalt Completion is in evidence by age 14 and
appears to extend into the mid-30s. A mild decrease and leveling
off is observed for examinees in their late 30s and early 40s,
with a sharper decline observed for those 46 and older.

Summary. The main findings with regard to the Gestalt
Completion Test can be summarized as follows:

1. The split-half reliability of .68 for Gestalt Completion
was lower than is.desirable for a test reliability.

2. The skewed distribution of test scores and the relatively

high average item difficulty of .71 suggest that the worksample
probably contains too many easy items for the Foundation sample.

25

33




3. Forty percent of the items correlated at least .30 with
total score.

4. None of the items showed extremely poor fit.

5. Significant sex and age effects were found for this
worksample, with males scoring about one-fourth of a standard
deviation higher *han females.

Figure 9

Age Curve for Gestalt Completion Test
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Snowy Pictures

Scores. As noted earlier, Snowy Pictures was divided into
two parallel parts. The number of items answered correctly
within a part determined an examinee’s score for that part. A
score for the whole test was obtained by totaling an examinee’s
scores on Parts 1 and 2. Descriptive statistics for each part of
Snowy Pictures are displayed in Table 4.
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Table 4

Descriptive Statistics for Snowy Pictures

No. of
Section items Mean Sh Range
Part 1 12 9.8 1.8 2~12
Part 2 12 6.6 2.2 0-12
Total 24 16.4 3.4 4~24

Note. N = 1,350.

Total scores on the worksample ranged from 4 to 24, the
maximum possible. Although there were no appreciable ceiling or
floor effects, the distribution of test scores was asymmetrical,
with scores concentrated toward the high end of the distribution.

Internal structure. For Snowy Pictures, the correlation
between Parts 1 and 2 was .44, yielding a reliability coefficient
of .61, which by Foundation standards is lower than desirable.
Increasing the reliability to .80 would require lengthening the
worksample 2.6 times, resulting in a 62-item test lasting 21.
minutes.

The item difficulties, item~total correlations, and infit
statistics for the test are presented in Table 5. The p values
ranged from .15 to .99, with an average item difficulty of .e8.
Two items from Part 1 (1 and 11) were extremely easy for the
Foundation sample. One easy item at the beginning of the test
may be useful as a warm-up item, but a second easy item near the
end of Part 1 serves no clear purpose.

Item-total correlations ranged from a low of .04 to a high of
.39. Three items from Part 1 (1, 4, and 9) had extremely low
item-total correlations; two items from Part 2 (21 and 22)
displayed low item~-total correlations. Seven items correlated at
least .30 with total score. 1Infit statistics ranged from -4.56
to 5.87. Items 4 and 21 exhibited extremely poor fit, while
Items 9 and 17 showed moderately poor fit relative to the
expected pattern of responses. The other items displayed at
least average fit.

As described earlier, each Snowy Pictures item consists of a
figure embedded in random splatters or "snow," which the examinee
must interpret as a unitary whole. Common to all three items
that were misfitting due to their low correlations with total
score (i.e., Items 4, 9, and 21) is an ambiguity regarding what
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Table 5

Item Statistics for Snowy Pictures

Difficulty Item~-total Fit

Item (p value) correlation statistic
1 .99 .08 ~1.34
2 .72 .27 .19
3 .90 .21 .11
4 .70 .07 5.87
5 .70 .32 ~1.45
6 .50 .32 ~1.64
7 .84 .26 -.40
8 .85 .25 ~.31
9 .89 .04 2.13
10 .86 .35 ~2.05
11 .98 .20 -.81
12 .81 .29 -.73
13 .91 .23 -.42
14 .57 .39 -4 .56
15 .32 .28 -1.47
16 .88 .33 ~1.50
17 .47 .22 2.20
18 .20 .21 .03
19 .80 .28 ~.51
20 .53 .26 .62
21 .57 .17 4.51
22 .15 .16 .94
23 .66 .31 -1.13
24 .57 .30 -.90

Note. N = 1,350.
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should be interpreted as figure and what as snow. With Item 9 it
appears that many examinees may interpret some of the splatters
as part of the fragmented figure. With Items 4 and 21, it
appears that examinees may fail to include all segments of the
figures in their closure. Furthermore, for cach of these items,
misinterpretation of a fragment of the picture as figure or snow
is apt to result in closure of an identifiable albeit incorrect
object rather than no closure at all. If this worksample were to
be used by the Foundation in the future, modification of these
pictures or the substitution of less ambiguous items should be
considered. In addition, more-difficult replacement items may
improve the reliability of Snowy Pictures, as well as provide
better differentiation at the upper end of the score range.

A principal components factor analysis of the itenm
correlation matrix yielded seven factors with eigenvalues greater
than 1.0, namely, 3.18, 1.29, 1.14, 1.13, 1.10, 1.05, 1.01. The
total variances attributable to the first and second factors were
13.2% and 5.4%, respectively. Each of the remaining factors
accounted for less than 5% of the variance. As a result of the
scree plot, it was concluded that a one-factor model was adequate
to describe the item data.

Sex and age effects. There was neither a significant sex
difference nor a significant age-by-sex interaction for Snowy

Pictures. However, the analysis of variance showed a significant
age effect for this worksample, F(8;1,296) = 17.57, p < .0l.

When scores are adjusted for sex, the proportion of variance
accounted for by age alone is .10, which is comparable to the
effect of a correlation of .32.

Figure 10 depicts the age curve for Snowy Pictures. Scores
tend to increase with age until the mid-20s. Performance
declines slightly from the mid-20s to the mid-30s, followed by
rapid decline after age 35.

Summary. The findings related above with regard to Snowy
Pictures can be summed up as follows:

1. The obtained split-half reliability coefficient of .61
was lower than desirable.

2. The average item difficulty was .68.

3. Approximately 30% of the items correlated at least .30
with total score.

4. Three of the items were misfitting (i.e., were poor
measures of the latent trait).

5. The religbility and item-analysis data suggest that Snowy
Pictures either is not a good measure of the underlying construct
or contains items that need improvement.
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6. The age effect for this worksample was signjificant.

There was no significant difference in performance between the
sexes.

Figure 10

Age Curve for Snowy Pictures
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Concealed Words Test

Scores. As was indicated earlier, the Concealed Words Test
was divided into two comparable parts. Examinees received a
score for each part based on the number of items correctly
completed. A score for the full test was calculated by adding
examinees’ two part scores. Table 6 shows descriptive statistics
for each part of Concealed Words. There was no evidence of
either a floor or ceiling effect. The distribution of total test
scores approximated the normal curve, with scores spread widely
across the entire range, except at the extreme ends.
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Table 6

escriptive tistic Concealed Words st
No. of

Section items Mean Sh Range

Part 1 25 12.7 3.7 1-22

Part 2 25 13.2 4.5 1-25

Total 50 26.0 7.5 5~46

Note. N = 1,261.

Internal structure. A split-half correlation of .65 was
calculated for the Concealed Words Test. Applying the
Spearman-Brown correction to the correlation resulted in a
reliability estimate of .79, which is near the Foundation’s
recommended minimum standard of .80.

Table 7 displays the item difficulties, item~total
correlations, and infit statistics for the test. Itenm
difficulties ranged from a low of .01 (for Item 20) to a high of
.99 (for Item 3). The average difficulty for the worksample was
.52, with a good distribution of p values across the entire
test. Items 1 and 3 from Part 1 were very easy for the
Foundation sample. Although they preovided no discrimination of
person ability, they may serve as good warm-up items. Four of
the five most difficult items (p values less than .10) were from
Part 1. Item 20, in particular, was extremely difficul: for the
Foundation sample; only 1% of the examinees answered that item
correctly.

Item-total correlations ranged from a low of .06 for the two
easiest items to a high of .53. Five items from Part 1 (1, 3,
20, 22, and 23) and two items from Part 2 (30 and 45) displayed
low item-total correlations. Twenty-nine of the 50 items (11
from Part 1 and 182 from Part 2) correlated at least .30 with
total score. On the basis of item-total correlations, few of the
items on the Concealed Words Test can be regarded as
exceptionally good. Nevertheless, when reliability relative to
test administration time is considered, Concealed Words appears
to be a more efficient worksample than either Gestalt Completion
or Snowy Pictures.

Infit statistics ranged from -7.60 to 6.14. Items 21 and 45
appeared to be extremely misfitting. 1In Item 21, those sections
of the letter "e" that are not concealed look very similar to
parts of the letter "a." Consequently, 10% of the examinees
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Table 7

Item Statistics for Concealed Words Test

Difficulty
(p value)

Item-total
correlation

Fit
statistic

A
WO bW g

10

.96
.80
.99
.91
.82

.85
.49
.57
.81
.59

.63
.39
«32
.75
.41

.51
.14
-.58
.30
-3..43

o34
=3.73
2.15




closed the word as "woman" instead of "women." A reason for the
poor item statistics for Item 43 is less obvious, =xcept for the
fact that the unconcealed portion of the last letter is rather
small, which may make rapid closure difficult. Items 8, 10, 11,
14, 17, 24, 33, 34, and 50 showed moderately poor fit relative to
the expected pattern of responses. The other items displayed
average or better fit. With the exception of Item 20, the items
that correlated more than .40 with total score were also the best
items on the basis of the infit statistics.

The item factor analysis for the Concealed Words Test had to
be handled in a special way. Because of computer limitations,
the items were split into two subsets, odd-numbered and
even-numbered, and a principal components factor analysis was run
on each set of 25 items. For the odd-numbered items, factoring
resulted in 7 factors with eigenvalues greater than 1.0, namely,
4.13, 1.34, 1.24, 1.10, 1.08, 1.04, and 1.00. The first factor
accounted for 16.5% of the total variance, while the second
accounted for 5.4%. None of the remaining factors accounted for
more than 5% of the variance. For the even-numbered items,
factor extraction likewise yielded 7 factors with eigenvalues
greater tian 1.0, namely, 3.68, 1.40, 1.27, 1.19, 1.09, 1.04, and
1.01. The total variance attributable to the first factor was
14.7%. The second and third factors accounted for 5.6% and 5.1%,
respectively, of the variance. Each of the remaining factors
accounted for less than 5% of the total variance. From the scree
plots it appeared that a one-factor model was the most
appropriate for both the odd-numbered items and the even-numbered
items from the Concealed Words Test.

To ascertain if the first factor extracted for the
odd-numbered items was equivalent to the first factor extracted
for the even-numbered items, the two factor scores obtained for
each examinee were correlated. The correlation between the odd
and even factor scores was .78, which, given that the split-half
correlation was .65, indicates very good agreement between the
two factors. This means that, if scoring of the Concealed Words
Test were based on the loadings for the first factor, the
worksample’s reliability would be .88.

Sex and age effects. For this worksample, a significant main
effect for sex was found, F(1;1,215) = 7.33, p < .01. The
analysis of variance also indicated the main effect for age was
significant, F(8;1,215) = 12.14, p < .01. The sex-by-age
interaction was not significant.

The difference between males and females in scores on
Concealed Words is .15 of a standard deviation, with males
performing slightly better than females (male M = 26.70,
female M = 25.23). The proportion of variance accounted for by
sex alone is negligible (w2 < .01) and is comparable to less than
the effect of a correlation of .10.
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Approximately 7% of the variance associated with Concealed
Words is attributable to age alone. This is equivalent to the
effect of a correlation of .26.

The age curve for this worksample is presented graphically in
Figure 11. Performance tends to increase with age until the
early 20s and then declines slightly through the mid-30s, with
sharper declines observed after age 35.

Figure 11

Age Curve for Concealed Words Test
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Summary. The above-described findings can be summarized as
follows:

1. <The Concealed Words Test is moderately reliable,
possessing a split-half reliability coefficient of .79.

2. The average item difficulty of .s2 was in the desirable
range, and there was a well-balanced distribution of item
difficulties.
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3. Eighteen of the 50 items correlated at least .35 with
total score.

4. Infit statistics revealed that two items have extremely
poor fit. .

5. Both age and sex effects were encountered in the
worksample, but the sex effect was quite small.

idden Patterns Test

Scores. As noted earlier, the Hidden Patterns Test was
divided into two parallel parts. Attempted items within each
part were scored as to whether or not they were answered
correctly. An examinee’s score for a particular part consisted
of the number of items he or she answered correctly within the
time limit, corrected for guessing by subtracting the number of
items answered incorrectly. A score for the entire test was
computed by adding together an examinee’s part scores.
Descriptive statistics for the test are given in Table 8.

Table 8

Descriptive Statistics for Hidden Patterns Test

Total a Total a
Section correct SD Range™ attempted SD Range
Part 1 100.2 23.0 10-167 101.9 22.4 l6~169
Part 2 100.4 19.6 22-159 103.0 19.5 31-165
Total 200.6 40.7 44-322 204.9 39.7 50-329

Note. N = 1,276.
@Number of items in each part is 200, for a total of 400.

There wer> no floor or ceiling effects. The distribution of
scores approximated the normal curve, with scores distributed
across the range, except at both extremes. The number of items
answered incorrectly ranged from 0 to 82. Total scores,
corrected for guessing, ranged from 18 to 315.

Internal structure. As can be seen from Table 8, on the
average, the differences between the number of items correct and
the number of items attempted were very small (1.7, 2.6, and 4.3
for Part 1, Part 2, and the complete test, respectively).
Overall, almost 98% of the items attempted were answered
correctly.
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As previously mentioned in the Method section, when most of
the items attempted are answered correctly, thcre is not
sufficient variance at the item level to conduct meaningful
item-level analyses. Consegquently, the internal structure of
Hidden Patterns could not be analyzed in the usual manner.

Two estimates of reliability were calculated for the
worksample. When scores were not corrected for guessing, the
correlation between Parts 1 and 2 of the Hidden Patterns Test was
.82, yielding a reliability coefficient of .90. When scores were
corrected for guessing, the correlation between the two parts was
.84, yielding a reliability coefficient of .91. Although high
reliability generally is indicative of a test’s
unidimensionality, it is possible for a test to have a high
reliability coefficient without being unidimensional. Normally
an item factor analysis would have been conducted to confirm the
unidimensionality of the Hidden Patterns Test, but this could not
be done because of the lack of variance at the item level.
However, it can probably be assumed that the test is essentially
unidimensional.

Sex and age effects. Males and females did not differ
significantly in their performance on the complete worksample.
There was, however, a significant age effect, F(8:1,230) = 3.21,
P = .001. When scores are adjusted for sex, the proportion of
variance accounted for by age alone is relatively small (w2 =
.02), which is comparable to thz effect of a cu.relation of .14.
The interaction between sex and age was not significant.

Figure 12 depicts the age curve for Hidden Patterns. The
adult plateau appears to range from the mid-20s through the
mid-30s, after which scores decline modestly and then level off.

Summary. The main findings with regard to the Hidden
Patterns Test can be summarized as follows:

1. The worksample is highly reliable, possessing a
split-half reliability coefficient of .91 when scores are
corrected for guessing.

2. Although verification of the test’s unidimensionality
through item factor analysis was not possible, the worksample
appears to measure only one dimension.

3. A significant main effect for age was encountered, but no
sex difference was found.

36




Figure 12

Age Curve for Hidden Patterns Test
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idden Fiqures Test

Scores. As was indicated earlier, only one of the two parts
of the Hidden Figures Test was administered. Attempted items
were scored as to whether or not they were answered Correctly.

An examinee’s score for the test was the number of items answered
correctly minus a guessing factor of one-fourth the number of
items answered incorrectly. Descriptive statistics for the test
are given in Table 9.

Total scores on the worksample were spread across the entire
range, with a steep incline at the low end of the curve and a
piling up of scores at the test ceiling. Nevertheless, the
distribution was sufficiently normal for statistical analyses.

As can be seen from Table 9, on the average, the difference
between the number of items correct and the number of items
attempted was 1.8 items. Overall, 80% of the items attempted
were answered correctly.
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Table 9

Descriptive Statistics for Hidden Figures Test

Part 1a Mean Sb Range
No. attempted 9.0 4.0 1 - 16
No. correct ’ 7.2 4.1 0 - 16
Total score 6.7 4.4 -4 - 16

Note. N = 1,343.

apart 2 of the test was not administered. Number of items in
Part 1 is 16.

Internal structure. The procedures outlined in the Method
section for deriving reliability estimates for speeded tests
(i.e., using time-based subtest scores) could not be applied to
Hidden Figures, because only Part 1 of the worksample was
administered. Internal-consistency indices, albeit not
appropriate for speeded tests, nonetheless provide a measure of
the upper limit of a test’s reliability. Consequently,
coefficient alpha was computed as the estimate of reliability for
Hidden Figures, although this was expected to result in a
spuriously high estimate. When the variances used in the
calculatior were based ¢a scores not corrected for guessing, an
upper-bound alpha of .84 was obtained for the Hidden Figures
Test:; when the variances were based on scores corrected for
guessing, an upper-bound alpha of .85 resulted.

Another reliability estimate for Part 1 only of the Hidden
Figures test was calculated by utilizing reported reliabilities
for the whole test (specifically, .80 for females and .82 for
males; Ekstrom, French, Harman, & Derman, 1976) and applyinrg the
Spearman-Brown formula for reliability of a test of length .5,
that is, a test of half the length. The resulting reliability,
an estimate for Part 1 only of Hidden Figures, was .68. To
increase the reliability to an acceptabie .8  would require
almost doubling the length of the worksample (from 16 items to 30
items), which would increase total test time from 12 to 23
minutes. In essence, this means administering the full test
rather than Part 1 only.

Table 10 displays the item difficulties, item-total
correlations, and infit statistics for Part 1 of the yorksample.
Item difficul*ies ranged from .11 for Item 15 to .74 for Item 1,
with an average difficulty of .45. None of the items was
extremely difficult or simple. The evidence suggests that the
distribution of item difficulties does not encompass the entire
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Table 10

Item Statistics for Hi :n Figures Test

Difficulty Item~total Fit

Itenm (p value) correlation statistic
1 .74 .32 3.68
2 .66 .45 -.76
3 .50 .45 2.53
4 .69 ) .51 -3.71
5 .52 .48 -.04
6 .51 .49 -.00
7 .48 .53 -2.07
8 .38 .50 -.79
9 .46 .58 ~-5.63
10 .35 .52 -2.18
11 .53 .45 .65
12 .40 .57 -4.94
13 .30 .50 ~-1.92
"4 .41 .33 6.39
15 .11 .29 1.28
16 .13 .39 .09

Note. N = 1,343.
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range of person ability. For Part 1 to stand alone as a test,
several easier items appear to be needed along with at least orie
more difficult itenm. )

Item—-total correlations ranged from .29 to .58, with none of
the items displaying seriously low item-total correlations.
Item 15 correlated .29 with total score; the remaining 15 items
correlated at least .32 with total score. Infit statistics
ranged from -5.63 to 6.39. Item 14 exhibited extremely poor fit,
while Items 1 and 3 showed moderately poor fit relative to the
expected pattern of responses. The other items displayed at
least average fit.

Principal components factoring of the i*em correlation matrix
produced three factors with eigenvalues greater than 1.0, namely,
4.89, 1.87, and 1.02. The first factor accounted for 30.5% of
the variance in the test, whlle the second accounted for 11.7%.
Each of the remaining factors accounted for less than 7% ~f the
variance. One- and two-factor solutions were examined. The
two-factor solution did not appear to divide the items on
substantive grounds; rather, they were divided by difficulty and
position in the test. It was therefore concluded that a
one-factor model was appropriate for the Hidden Figures Test.

Sex and ade effects. There was neither a significant sex
difference nor a significant age-by-sex interaction for this
worksample. However, the analysis of variance showed a
significant age effect, F(8;1,289) = 2.24, p < .025. When scores
are adjusted for sex, the proportion of variance accounted for by
age alone is small (w2 = .01), which is comparable to the effect
of a correlation of .10.

The age curve for Hidden Figures is depicted in Figure 13.
Performance tends to increase with age until the early 20s, but
the extent of the adult plateau is difficult to establish with
the current sample. Although it appears that performance may
begin to decline gradually after age 40, the differences in
scores for examinees aged 20 through 46 and older are slight
(range = -.04 to .16 of a standard deviation about the mean) and
may be due to chance.

Summary. The findings related above with regard to the
Hidden Figures Test can be summed up as follows:

1. Neither a split-half nor an internal-consistency
reliability measure was appropriate for this test as administered
in this study. The obtained alpha coefficient of .85 is likely
to be spuriously high and merely indicates the upper limit of the
worksample’s reliability. Based on ETS’s reported reliabilities
for the full test, a reliability of .68 was calculated for Part 1
only.
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2. The Hidden Figures Test possesses an average item
difficulty of .45, but there is evidence that the distribution of
difficulties does not encompass the range of person ability.

3. All but one of the item-total correlations were at least
.32.

4. Infit statistics revealed one item with extremely poor
fit L]

5. The distribution of test scores and relatively restricted
range of item difficulties suggest that when only pPart 1 is
administered, the worksample has too low a ceiling to
discriminate properly at the higher end of the ability range.
Furthermore, several easy items may be needed to balance the
range of item difficulties.

6. The age effect for this worksample was significant, but
there was no significant difference in performance between the
sexes.

Figure 13

Age Curve for Hidden Figqures Test
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Drawing
Scores. Each item of the Drawing test was ‘ored based on
the number of lines drawn that started and er On the correct

dots. In calculating each item score, the retsrence line was
also counted as a line drawn correctly, so that the minimum score
on each item was one rather than zero. A score for the whole
test was obtained by totaling the examinee’s scores on the ten
items. An alternative total score was calculated by excluding
from the total score the two items for which solutions were shown
to the examinee and summing the examinee’s scores on the other
eight items. Table 11 presents the means and standard deviations
for the items in the Drawing worksample.

Scores on the entire test (M = 36.95, SD = 17.60) ranged from
12 (two points above the minimum) to the maximum of 89. When
Items 1 and 2 were excluded, scores ranged from the test floor
(i.e., 8) to the test ceiling (i.e., 72). The dislribution curve
was clearly skewed, with scores concentrated toward the low end
of the range. There were no appreciable floor or ceiling
effects.

Internal structure. cCoefficient alpha was computed as the
estimate of reliability for Drawing. When all ten items were
included in the total score, an alpha of .87 was obtained; when
total score included only Items 3 through 10, an alpha of .88
resulted. From the reliability analysis neither total score
emerged as clearly superior. Therefore, all ten items were
included in the internal-structure analyces for this worksample.

As can be w.iuerved from Table 11, Items 1, 2, and 10 proved
to be the easiest, while Items 5 and 9 were the most difficult.
For this sample, the distwibution of mear scores appears much too
res.ricted for the range of person abilities. 1In particular, the
worksample cuurnot properly differentiate examinees at the lower
end of tb> ability range. Inciuding some easier items (e.qg.,
drawings wita fewer than nine lines) might help to balance the
range of item difficulties.

Table 11 preserts the percentage of examinees who failed to
draw any of the lines correctly for an item. Fewer than 5% of
the examinees: received the winimum score for Items 2 or 3, while
approximately half of the examinees tested failc¢ Yo draw
correctly any of the lines in Items 5 or 5. Based on either mean
score or percentage of examinees recei:ing tile minimum score,
ltens 5 and 9 seem %o be the most d.f£ic- 't. This is probably
due to the slopes of the lines cr ‘ "ainea .1 each drawing.

Horizontal and vertical lines (/ e., . wse with 0° and 90°
slopes, respectively) appear tc .le easiest to reproduce,
followed by lines with 45° sloi: fhere is also evidence that

the more the slope of a line . sv_. e from 45° the more difficult
it is to draw correctly. Thus, a ine with a slope of 10° (which
deviates 35" from a 45° slope) is more difficult than a line with
a slope of 70° (which deviates 25°). ‘vom this perspective,
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Table 11

Item Statistics for Drawing

£

% with

. a minimum . Item-total
Item Mean SD score correlation

1 5.34 3.22 17.2 .32

2 4.11 2.31 2.4 .48

3 3.58 2.14 4.0 .67

4 3.32 2.49 30.1 .64

5 2.57 2.28 51.3 .68

6 3.26 2.63 39.8 .66

7 3.21 2.60 38.4 .52

8 3.91 3.01 31.0 .71

9 2.93 2.67 47.8 .66
10 4.74 2.40 14.8 .65

Note. N = 1,292.

a . . . .
The minimum score for each item was 1. The maximum score was 8

for Item 2 and 9 for Items 1 and 3 through 10.

43

o1




Items 5 and © contain more lines with slopes that deviate greatly
from 45° than the other items on the Drawing worksample.

Corrected item-total correlations for each item in the
worksample are also contained in Table 11. They ranged from .32
to .71. None of the items displayed seriously low item~-total
correlations. Only Item 1 had a moderately low correlation with
total score.

Coefficient alphas were recalculated for the worksample, with
Items 1 and 2 excluded in turn from the analysis. Omitting Item 1
only did not result in any change in the internal-consistency
reliability of Drawing, but omitting Item 2 only resulted in a
slightly lower coefficient alpha of .865. It appears, then, that
including Item 2 in the worksample enhanced reliability, whereas
including Item 1, with its moderately low item-total correlation,
neither enhanced nor detracted from the test’s reliability.

Because of the high alpha coefficient of the Drawing test, it
was expected that this worksample would prove to be essentially
unidimensional. This was confirmed by factor analysis.

Principal components factoring yielded only one factor with an
eigenvalue greater than 1.0, namely 4.87. The proportion of
total variance attributable to this factor was 48.7%. This
indicated that a one-factor model was optimal for describing the
item data for this worksample and that all items are measuring
the same underlying trait.

Most Foundation worksamples include at least one practice
item that is not scored. Consequently, in the remainder of the
analyses for this study, Items 1 and 2 of Drawing were treated as
practice items and only Items 3 through 10 were used in computing
total score. Because the worksample’s reliabilities are so
similar whether eight, nine, or 10 items are scored, it is
recommended that in any future use of the test by the Foundation
the First, if not both, of the practice items be excluded from
the calculation of total score.

ex a e - The analysis of variance of scores by

" sex and age group showed a significant sex effect, F(1:1,239) =

97.04, p < .001. Neither an age effect nor a sex-by-age
interaction was: found.

The mean score for males on this worksample was 31.59, and
the mean score for females was 23.29. When scores are adjasted
for age, the difference in performance between males and females
is .54 of a standard deviation. The proportion of variance in
Drawing that is accounted for by sex alone is .07, which is
comparable to the effect of a correlation of .26.

Although the age main effect was not significant, scores on
Drawing appear to increase modestly with age until the early 20s

,and then level off through the mid-20s. But after the mid-20s,

Fhe shape of the age curve appears unstable, so that further
interpretation would not be fruitful,
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§gmm§xx; The above-described findings can be summarized as
follows:

1. The Drawing test is moderately reliable, possessing an
alpha of -88.

2. The skewed distribution of test scores and the restricted
range of item means suggest that the worksample probably contains
too many difficult items for the Foundation sample.

3. 1Item 1 correlated .32 with total score. All the other
1tem~-total correlations were at least .48.

4. Males outperformed females by approximately one-half of a
standard deviation. The main effact for age was not significant.

5. If the worksample is used in the future, it is
recommended that at least the first item be considered a practice
item and therefore excluded from the calculation of total score.

ci Test

Scores. As previously mentioned, the Maze Tracing Speed Test
was divided into two parallel parts. The number of mazes through
which a path was correctly drawn within a part determines an
exaninee’s score for that part. A score for the whole test was
obtained by totaling an examinee’s scores on Parts 1 and 2.
Descriptive statistics for each part of Maze Tracing are
presented in Table 12.

Table 12

Descriptive Statistjcs for Maze Tracing Speed Test

No. of
Section items Mean SD Range
Part 1 24  12.a 4.1 2-24
Part 2 24 15.0 4.2 224
Total 48 28.0 8.0 6-48

Note. N = 1,351.

Scores on both Part 1 and Part 2 ranged from 2 to 24. Total
scores on the worksample ranged from 6 to the maximum of 48, with
some indication of a ceiling effect. Except for a piling up of
scores at the test ceiling, the distribution approached a normal
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curve, with scores spread widely enough across the range for
differences among examinees to exhibit themselves.

Internal structure. Because the Maze Tracing Speed Test is
almost a pure speed measure (i.e., most, if not all, of the mazes
attempted are completed correctly), there is not sufficient
variance at the item level to conduct meaningful item-level
analyses. Consequently, because the statistics generally
utilized in this study to assess the quality of a test’s items
(i.e., item difficulties, item-total correlations, Rasch fit
statistics, and item factor analysis) were not appropriate, the
internal structure of this worksample could not be analyzed in
the usual manner.

The split-half correlation between Parts 1 and 2 of Maze
Tracing was .86, yielding a reliability coefficient of .92. A
explained earlier, a high estimate of reliability generally means
a test is essentially unidimensional. Although it was not
possible to confirm the worksample’s unidimensionality by
conducting an item factor analysis, for most purposes it can
probably be assumed that the test measures only one dimension.

Sex and age effects. The analysis of variance identified a
significant main effect for sex for this worksample, F(1:;1,350) =
8.04, p < .01. The main effect for age was also significant,
F(8:;1,350) = 9.07, p < .01. The sex-by-age interaction was not
significant.

Males completed an average of 32.30 mazes, whiZe females
completed an average of 29.25. When scores are adjusted for age,
this represents a difference in performance between the sexes of
.15 of a standard deviation. The proportion of variance
accounted for by sex alone is negligible (w2 < .01) and is
comparable to less than the effect of a correlation of .10.

Approximately 5% of the variance associated with the Maze
Tracing Speed Test is attributable to age alone. This is
equivalent to the effect of a correlation of .22.

The age curve for Maze Tracing is dericted in Figure 14.
Performance on this worlisample tends to « .rease with age.
Whether the absence of a growth curve is true of the
spatial-scanning factor in general or specific to the Maze
Tracing Speed Test, however, is an aspect of perceptual abilities
beyond this study’s purview.

Summary. The main findings with regard to the Maze Tracing
Speed Test can he summarized as follows:

1. With a split-half reliability coefficient of .92, the
worksample is highly reliable.

2. Although an item favtor analysis coulé@ not be conducted,
it can probably be assumed that the test is essentially
unidimensional. )
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3. Main effects for both sex and age were encountered, but
the sex effect was quite small. Scores on Maze Tracing tend to
decline with age.

Figure 14

Age cCurve for Maze Tracing Speed Test
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Tactics

Scores. 2An examinee'’s score for each item was the time it
took the examinee to complete that trial correctly. An answer
was scored as correct if it was the most efficient route in terms
of the number of turns taken between the "start" and "Finish®
squares. If an examinee offered a solution that did not follow
the rules, he or she was instructed to continue working. No
penalty was assessed for such impermissable answers. If an
examinee failed to solve an item within two minutes, he or she
was assigned a score of 2.00 for that trial., 2 sScore for the
full worksample was calculated by adding together the examinee’s
item scores.

_As mentioned in the Method section, each examinee was
administereg either a five-trial or a 10-trial version of
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Tactics, with Items 1 through 5 in the longer version the same as
Items 1 through 5 in the shorter version. A comparison of the
five-trial-only group (n = 815) and the 10-trial group (n = 445)
revealed no significant difference in perfo.mance on Items 1
through 5, £(i,258) = .71, p = .48. Consequently, the item-level
data for Trials 1 through 5 are based on item scores from the
entire sample, while the data for Trials 6 through 10 are based
ori the scores of a subset of the sample.

Table 13 shows the mean and standard deviation for each item
of the Tactics test. Total test times ranged from .4 minutes to
approximately 8 minutes on the five-item version and from 1.5 to
almost 13 minutes on the 10-item version. Scores approached a
normal distribution about the mean and were spread widely enough
across the range for differences among examinees to exhibit
themselves. There was no indication of either a floor or a
ceiling effect.

When the scoring of a test is based on time to solution
rather than number completed correctly within a given amount of
time, a nonlinear transformation of the time-based score is
psychometrically appropriate (Cohen & Cohen, 1983). For the
Tactics test, the transformation was accomplished by taking the
reciprocal of the time for each item. An examinee’s transformed
total score was the sum of his or her transformed item scores.
Transformed scores were utilized for most of the analyses
involving Tactics.

Internal structure. As can be observed from Table 13, mean
time to solution ranged from 10.7 to 168.6 hundredths of
minutes. Trials 1, 3, and 9 showed the fastest times to
completion, while .rials 5, 8, and 10 manifested the slowest
times.

The percentage of examinees who solved an item in the
allotted time period is also contained in Table 13, along with
corrected item-total correlations for @ach item in the
worksample. Six of the items (1, 2,.3, 6, 7, and 9) were solved
within the two-minute time period by almost all of the
examinees. fTrial 8 proved to be the most difficult to solve,
with only 30% of the examinees completing it correctly within the
allotted time. Item-total corrzlations based on transformed
scores ranged from a low of .13 to a high of .55. Trials 5, 8,
and 10 displayed low item-total correlations. The remaining
items correlated at least .35 with transformed total score.
Trials 5, 8, and 10 do not correlate with total test score and
also do not correlate with each other or any of the other Tactics
items.

Coefficienit alpha was computed as the estimate of reliability
for Tactics. When the variances used in the calculation were
based on transformed scores, an alpha of .73 was obtained, which
is lower than desirable by Founda’ion standards. To increase *he
reliability to an adequate .80 - suld necessicate lengthening the
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Table 13

Item Statistics for Tactics

rercentage
Mean with time Item-total
Trial time?@ sb < 2.00P  correlationC
1 17.6 20.1 .99 .53
2 26.8 32.4 .99 -47
3 3J6.7 18.9 .99 .55
4 69.0 63.6 .88 .45
5 134.6 66.8 .61 .13
6 31.4 33.3 .99 .49
7 30.4 29.1 .99 .36
8 168.6 56.1 .30 .19
9 10.7 13.1 .99 .52
10 146.8 59.9 .55 .17

Note. N = 1,260 for Trials 1 through 5; N =

27n hundredths Sf minutes.

Percentage with time < 2.00 minutes is the percentage of
examinees who solved the item within the time limit.
Based on transformed scores.
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worksample to 15 items. This would result in a test lasting il
minutes, on the average, although in some cases, the longer
version of Tactics could take up to 30 minutes to complete.
Coefficient alphas were recalculated for the worksample, with
individual items excluded in turn from the analysis. Omitting
Trial 5, 8, or 10 did not result in any change in the
internal-consistency reliability of Tactics. In other words,
even though Trlals 5, &, and 10 have low item-tc¢tal correlations,
including them in the worksample did not detract from the test’s
reliability, although replacing those trials with better items
might improve the reliability to a nearly acceptable .79.

One feature that distinguishes Trials 5, 8, and 10 from the
other items is that, for the former, the :hortest routes in terms
of physical distance between the “Start" and "Finish" squares are
not the most efficient routes in terms of the number of turns
required. Figure 15 illustrates the difference between short and
efficient routes. It is probable that the underlying construct
measured by items in which the shortest route is alsc the most
efficient route (perceptually consistent 1tems) is different from
the underlying construct measured by the items in which the
shortest route is not the most efficient (perﬂeptually
inconsistent). This would explain the lack of fit of Trials 5,
8, and 10 on the worksample. Before being used further by the
Foundatlon, the Tactics test should be revised so that all the
items are perceptually consistent.

Principal components factoring of the item correlation matrix
resulted in two factors with eigenvalues greater than 1.0, namely
3.02 and 1.06. The first factor accounted for 30.2% of the
variarnce in the test, while the second factor accounted for 10.6%
of the variance. None of the remaining factors accounted for
more than 10% of the variance. From the scree plot it appeared
that a one~factor model was the most appropriate for the Tactics
test.

Sex and age effects. TInasmuch as the findings regarding sex
and age effects on performance on Tactics are similar for both
the five-item and 10-item worksamples, ‘results of the analyses
are reported for only the longer version. The analysis of
variance showed significant main effects for sex and age:
F(1,421) = 48.48, p < .001, and F(8,421) = 2.27, p < .03,
respectively. The sex-by-age interaction was not significant.

The difference in total transformed time between the sexes
was .63 of a standard deviation, with males taking less time than
females to complete the worksample. Approx1mately 10% of the
variance associ.ted with Tactics is attributable to sex alone.
This is comparable to the effect of a correlation of .32.

When scores are adjusted for sex, the proportion of variance

accounted for by age is .04. This is equivalent to the effect of
a correlation of .20.
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Figure 15

Example of a Perceptually Inconsistent Tactics Item

Solid line represents the shortest route, which
requires five turns.

------- Dotted line represents the most efficient route, which
requires on.y three turns.
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Figure 16 depicts the age curve for the 10-item Tactics
test. Scores appear to increase with age until the late 20s,
followed by a sharp decline. From age 36 on, there is no
evidence of a decrement in performance.

Figure 16

Age Curve for Tactics
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Summary. The findings related above with regard to the
Tactics test can be summed up as follows:

1. The Tactics test possesses a close-to-acceptable alpha
reliability of .73.

2. Seven of the 10 trials correlated at least .35 with total
score.

3. The reliability data suggest that the constract measured
is not well measured by the Tactics worksample. Replacing three
of the trials ywith perceptually consistent items might increase
the test’s reliability to .79, which is near the Foundation’s
recommended minimum of .80.
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4. The worksample showed both age and sex main effects.
Males outperformed females by almost two-thirds of a standard
deviation.

sSummary of the Experimental Worksamples Considered Individually

Table 14 contains the estimates of reliability computed for
each of the worksamples in the perceptual abilities battery. The
reliabilities of Hidden Patterns, Drawing, and Maze Tracing fall
in the acceptable range (.80 or higher). Concealed Words, with a
reliability of .79, can also be considered acceptable. Tactics
has a close-to-adequate reliability, but the worksample would
need scme refinement before it could be incorporated into the
standard battery. Gestalt Completion, Snowy Pictures, and Hidden
Figures (Part 1) have lower-than-desirable reliabilities and
require improvement before being used further by the Foundation.

Because it is expedient to assess the experimental tests on
th- basis of practical considerations, such as ease and speed of
administration, as well as psychometric properties such as
reliability, the length of each test as administered in this
study is also listed in Table 14. Moreover, for each worksample
with a lower-than-desirable reliability, an estimate of the
length needed for the test to reach an acceptable reliability of
.80 is reported. Administration times for the reliable tests
range from six to 10 minutes, so that in terms of speed of
administration, any of those wcrksamples could reasonably be
added to the JOCRF battery. Gestalt Completion, to be reliable,
would need to be lengthened to approximately eight minutes. It
is estimated that a reliable version of Tactics would take, on
the average, 11 minutes to finish, although in some cases, the
worksample could take up to 30 minutes to complete. Reliable
versions of Snowy Pictures and Hidden Figures would require 21
and 22 minutes, respectively, to administer.

Sex and age effects for the individual worksamples are also
included in Table 14. Three of the markers (Snowy Pictures,
Hidden Patterns, and Hidden Figures' showed no significant sex
effect. In addition, the sex effects for Gestalt Completion,
Concealed Words, and Maze Tracing were negligible. For Drawing
and Tactics, the two Foundation tests in the experimental
battery, the difference in performance between males and females
was one-half of a standard deviation or more.

All but the Drawing test exhibited an age effect. The
smallest age effects were for the flexibility-of-closure
measuras, followed by the spatial-scanning worksamples and

Gestalt Compl-tion. Snowy Pictures and Concealed Words showed
the largest aye effects.

For Gestalt Completion, the adult plateau extended to age 30,

whe;eas for Snowy Pictures and Concealed Words, scores increased
until the early 20s, with a slight decline from the mid-20s to
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Table 14
Summary Data for the Perceptual Abilities Worksamples

Iength needed
to increase
Iength of test _rel. to .80
a No. of b No. of b Sex c.d Age c
Worksampl = Rel. items Time items Time effect ™ “effect

CGestalt Comp.ation .68 20 1 38 8 .01 .03
Snowy Pictures .61 24 3 62 21 - .10
Concealed Words .79 50 8 - - .01 .07
Hidden Patterns .91 400 6 -— -— - .02
Hidden Figures® .68 16 12 30 23 — .01
Drawing .88 10 10 -_— - .07 T
Maze Tracing .92 48 6 o -— .01 .05
Tactics .73 10 7 15 11 .10 .04

35plit-half reliabilities were computed for Gestalt Completion, Snowy

Pictures, Concealed Words, Hidden Patterns, and Maze Tracing; alpha
reliabilities were compated for Drawing and Tactics. Estimated reliability for
Part 1 only of Hidden Figures was computed fr~m reported reliabilites for the
vhole test of .80 for females and .82 for males (Ekstrom et al., 1976), using
the Spearman-Brown formula for reliability of a test of length .5.

PIn mimtes, not including time for instructions.

cReported in terms of the index yz. The square root of this idex is
equivalent to the effect of a correlation of the same value.

dFor all worksamples with sex effects, males outperformed females.
®Data based on Part 1 oniy.
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the mid-30s. After age 35, decreases in performance were
observed for all three speed-of-closure markers.

Scores or hidden Patterns, Hidden Figures, and Drawing
increased through the early 20s. For Hidden Patterns, the adult
plateau extended through the mid-30s, followed by a modast
decline and then leveling off; for Hidden Figures and Drawing,
the extent of the adult plateau and the beginrning of decline was

-‘difficult to determine. The age curves for these

flexibility-of-closure measures are in contrast to the age curve
for structural visualization, the aptitude in the JOCRF battery
with which these tests show their highest correlations (see later
in report). Performance on structural visuwalization is at a
maximum through the early 30s, after which time a gradual decline

conmences (see the Wiggly Block Worksample 3.4,5,6,7 Manual).

Scores on Tactics increased until the late 20s, followed by a
sharp decline and then a leveling off from age 36. Unlike the
other pe.ceptuval abilities worksamples, Maze Tracing showed no
evidence of either a growth curve or an adult plateau.

In general, decreases in performance with age are larger for
speeded tests than power tests. This was borne out in this study
by tne relatively modest decline < served for Hidden Figures,
along with the more pronounced decreases seen for Gestalt
Completion, Snowy Pictures, Concealed Words, and Maze Tracing.

The age curves for the perceptucl abilif:ies are consistent
wi.th patterns typically associated with aptitudes rather than
acquired knowledge. 1In other words, they decline with age or
maintain a relatively constant level during aduithood rather than
increasing threoughout adulthood, in the manner of vocabulary
knowledge,

The Perceptual 2bilities Battery

The zero-order correlations (simple Pearson product-moment
coefficients) among the eight experimental worksamples are
displayed in Table 15. The correlations among Gestalt
Completion, Snowy Pictures, and Concealed Words ranged from .55
to .61, indicating relatively strong relationships among these
speed-o:i-closure measures. Furthermore, the hichest correlations
for each of Gestalt Completion, Snowy Pictures, and Concealed
Words were with the other two speed-of-closure markers, although
Concealed Words also was mnderately related to Hidden Patterns.
Among the flexibility-of-closure worksamples (i.e., Hidden
Patterns, Hidden Figures, and Drawing), the correlations ranged
from .35 to .53. The highest correlations for Hidden Figures
were with the other two measures of flexibility of closure. Both
Hidden Patteins and Drawing correlated highest with Hidden
Figures. However, the second highest correlation for Hidden
Patterns was with Ccncealed Words; for Drawing, it was with
Tactics. Tactics and the Maze Tracing Sreed Test were only
minimally related, suggesting that the two worksamples tend to
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Correlations Among the Perceptual Abilities Worksamples

Table 15

Worksample? Ge SP CW HP HF DR MZ
Gestalt Completion
Snowy Pictures 61
(39)
«~oncealed Words 59 55
(43) (38)
Hidden Patterns 36 36 45
(28) (27) (38)
Hidden Figures 29 25 40 53
(20!} (16) (29) (42)
Drawing 25 19 36 35 50
(19) (14) (30) (31) (39)
Maze Tracing 29 33 13 10 * 18 13
(23)  (25) (11° (09)* (14)  (12)
Tactics 33 21 * 36 39 40 45 22
(23) (14)* (27) (32) (28) (36) (18)
Note. Correlations are corrected for attenuation, with

uncorrected correlations in parentheses. Leading decimals
omitted. Ns range from 434 to 1,351. All correlations are
significant at .001 level (2-tailed) unless otherwise indicated.

2Notation for worksamples: GC (Gestalt completion); SP (Snowy
ictures); CW (Concealed Words); KP (Hidden Patterns); HF(Hidden
Figures); DR (Drawing); MZ (Maze Tracing Speed Test).

*,001 < p < .01.
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measure different traits. Both versions of Tactics correlated
highest with the flexibility-of-closure measures. The Maze
Tracing Speed Test was not highly related to any of the other
worksamples in the perceptual abilities battery.

Initial principal components analysis with pairwise deletion
extracted two factors with eigenvalues greater *han unity. The
first factor accounted for 35.8% of the total variance; the
second factor accounted for 14.8% of the total variance. These
two factors were then rotated to the varimax criterion. The
resulting rotated factor matrix is presented in Table 16.

Five of the worksamples (Concealed Words, Hidden Patterns,
Hidden Figures, Drawing, and Tactics) loaded (> .40) on the first
rotated factor. Concealed Words also loaded on the second
rotated factor, along with Gestalt Completion, Snowy Pictures,
and Maze Tracing Speed Test. Although the three
flexibility-of~closure markers loaded on Factor 1 and the three
speed-of-closure markers loaded on Fzctor 2, one spatial~scanning
worksample also loaded on Factor 1 and one on Factur 2. Distinct
flexibility-of-closure, speed-of-closure, and spatial-scanning
factors, as conceptualized by ETS, did not emerge from this
analysis. Because it appeared that two factors might . - : be
sufficient to represent the relati-nships among the exy :imental
worksamples, an additional exploratory factor analysis was
performed.

In this second analysis, three factors, which accounted for
63% of the variance, were rotated to the varimax criterion. The
resulting rotated factor matrix for three factors is presented in
Table 16. The first rotated factor exhibited high loadings for
Hidden Patterns, Hidden rigures, Drawing, and Tactics. The
second rotated factor revealed high loadings for Gestalt
Completion, Snowy Pictures; Concealed Words, and, to a lesser
degree, Hidden Patterns. Only onr<o worksample, the Maze Tracing
Speed Test, loaded on t&: third factor.

Although this factor solution bears similarities to the
two-factor zolution, the three-factor structure seems clearer in
terms of interpr.:tability of the factors. Factor 1 predominantly
involves the flexibility-of-closure measures, and Factor 2
heavily involves the speed-of-closure worksamples, while Factor 3
is linked to a specific spatial-scanning test. Furthermore, the
worksamples meant to mark each ETS-conceptualized factor load
substantially more highly on the appropriate factor ‘than on any
other factor, with the exception of Tactics, which loads on the //,f‘
flexibility-of~-closure factor.

It appears that a three-factor solution is more appropriate
than a two-factor solution for representinc the relationships
among the eight percepilual abilities worksamples. I. the
chree-far tor structure, the flexibility-of-closure and
speed-or  .osure factors remained essentially intact, but a
spatial~, anning factor marked by both the Maze Tracing Speed
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Table 16

Factor analvses of the Perceptual Abjlities Worksamples?

Factor loadings for rotatedb two-factor solution

Factor 1 Factor 2
Gestalt Completion .20 .74
Snowy Pictures .08 .79
Concealed Words A4 .56
Hidden Patterns .66 .26
Hidden Figures .74 .08
Drawing .74 .04
Maze Tracing .03 .54
Tactics .64 .15

Factor loadings for rotatedb three-factor solution

Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3
Gestalt Completion .13 .75 .17
Snr.wy Pictures .01 .78 .20
Ccicealed Words .34 .71 -.13
Hidden Patterns .60 »41 -.17
Hidden Figures .73 .15 -.02
Drawing .75 .06 .08
Maze Tracing : .11 .17 ".92
Tactics .66 .08 .28

Note. Pairwise deletion of missing cases. Ns range from 434 to
1,351.

a PP . . . . .
Initial extraction using principal components analysis.,
Varimax rotation.
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Test and Tactics was not fully recovered. This was not totally
unexpected, however, because a clear spatial-scanning factor has
been reported in previous research only twice (Ekstrom et al.,
1978). Factor 3 may be a spatial-scanning factor for which Maze
Tracing is a marker, but this factor cannot be interpreted
further because it is linked only to one specific worksample.
Consequently, the extent to which the Maze Tracing factor
represents a more-general perceptual ability such as spatial
scanning cannot be determined without the inclusion of more tests
in the factor analysis.

Although Tactics also has been thought to measure spatial
scanning, the -experimental worksample appears to correspond more
closely to flexibility of closure. If the correlations of
Tactics and the flexibility-of-closure tests with the JOCR
stundard worksamples are reasonably congruent, this would further
substantiate a three~factor structure, with Tactics classified as
a measure of flexibility of closure rather than spatial
scanning. Investigation of the relationship between the
experimental and standard worksamples was expected to shed
additional 1light on this.

Summary. The main findings with regard to the relationships
among the eight worksamples within the experimental perceptual
abilities battery can be summarized as follows:

1. Gestalt Completion, Snowy Pictures, and Concealed Words were
moderately correlated with each other, indicating relatively
strong relationships among the three speed-of-closure markers.
Hidden Figures correlated moderately with the other two
flexibility-of-closure measures. The spatial-scanning tests were
only minimally related. Tactics correlated highest with the
flexibility-of-closur measures. The Maze Tracing Speed Test was
not highly related to any of the other worksamples in the
perceptual abilities battery.

2. In the exploratory factor analyses, the
flexibility-of~-closure, speed-of-closure, and spatial~-scanning
factors, as conceptualized by ETS, were not fully recovered.
Nevertheless, the three-factor solution supported the a priori
placement of the eight perceptual abilities worksamples on the
speed-of-closure, flexibility-of-closure, and spatial-scanning
factors, with the exception of Tactics, which loaded with
flexibility-of-closure worksamples rather than the
spatial-scanning test.

The Perceptual Abilities Battery and its Relationship

to the JOCRF standard Battery
Perceptua) Abi)}ities and the Coagnitive Worksamples

Table 17 displays the correlations of the eight tests in the
experimental battery with the cognitive worksamples in the
standard battery. A number of moderate to high correlations were
found between the perceptual abilities and the JOCRF worksamples.
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Table 17

and Cognitive Works

Correlations Between Perceptual Abilities Tests

Worksample®  Gc SP ™ HP HF A MZ T  Rel.
Number Checking 20 22 35 27 ns 10 ns 96
s (15) (19) (33) (22) (09)
i - 20 14
Ideaphoria (_%g) ns ns 23, it ns ns ns 97
Foresight ns ns ns 14 12 ns ns 18 97
(13) (10) (15)
Inductive Reas. 34 43 27 41 21 ns 13 20 84
(26) (31) (22) (36) (16) (11) (16)
Analytical Reas. 32 29 31 47 47 33 ns 44 65
121) (18) (22) (36) (31) (25) (30)
Number Seri 17 21 39 42 52 37 08 40 87
=ooay @Bd & & @ 3 & %
Wiggly Block 40 33 36 43 48 52 16 68 73
(28) (22) (27) (35) (34) (42) (13) (50)
Paper Folding 46 33 43 43 58 59 16 56 82
(34) (23) (35) (37) (43) (50) (14) (43)
Memory for Design 45 47 43 43 52 41 20 47 80
(23) (33) (34) (37) (38) (34) (17) (36)
Sil 13 20 23 19 19 ns 13 92
oS 10) (15 () a7 (18 S
Number Memory 17 28 29 26 27 22 09 26 91
(13) (21) (25) (24) (21) (20) (08) (21)
Observation 18 33 16 29 23 11 11 12 62
(12) (20) (11 (22) (15) (08) (08) (08)
1ish Vocab. ns ns (0] 18 32 14 -~15 ns 96
(08) (17) (26) (13) (-14)
Math Vocabul — — — — — — — — —_
Y (16) (09) (24) (28) (36) (31) (28)
Reading Effic. 12 13 11 26 35 11 ns 23 73
(09)  (09)  (08)  (21) (25) (09) (17)
Reliability 68 61 79 91 68 88 92 73
Note. Correlations are corrected for attenuation, with uncorrected correlati
parentheses. Leadi’ - decimals omitted. Ns range’from 423 to 1,353. All ca:orggfat—?ons

are s:LgnJ.flcarrt at '..e .01 level.

aNotatJ.on for worksampl :  GC (Gestalt letion); SP (
Concealed Words) ln(:HJ.dden Patterns) C%P )i

cing Speed Test Tactics).
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Of the eight exparimental tests, Hidden Patterns, Hidden
Figures, and Drawing exhibited the greatest number of moderate
and high correlations with Foundation worksamples. In addition,
the similar pattern of correlations for Tactics and the
flexibility-of-closure tests with the JOCRF cognitive worksamples
suggests that Tactics can reasonably be classified as a measure
of flexibility of closure and not spatial scanning. (From this
point on, Tactics will be referred to as a flexibility-of-closure
test rather than a spatial scanning measure.) all four of these
Perceptual abilities tests correlated at a moderate to high level
with Paper Folding, Wiggly Block, Memory for Design, Number
Series, and Analytical Reasoning. The correlations with Paper
Folding and Wiggly Block indicate that flexibility of closure has
a substantial relationship with structural visualization. The
correlations with Memory for Design, Number Series, and
Analytical Reasoning may also be due to structural visualization,
because Paper Folding and Wiggly Block correlate at least
moderately with Memory for Design (rs = .69 and .59,
respectively), Number Series (rs = .52 and .41, respectively),
and Analytical Reasoning (rs = .60 and .54, respectively). In
addition, this common relationship with structural visualization
may be responsible for the moderate correlations of Hidden
Figures and Drawing with Mathematics Vocabulary (which correlates
.52 with Paper Folding and .35 with Wiggly Block). Moderate
correlations were also found for Hidden Patterns with Inductive
Reasoning and Number checking, both of which, like Hidden
Patterns, are highly speeded worksamples. The only other
moderate relationships between the flexibility-of-closure
measures and the cognitive aptitude tests were found for Hidden
Figures with English Vocabulary and Reading Efficiency.

All threc of the speed-of-closure markers correlated
moderately with Wiggly Block, Paper Folding, and Memory for
Design, 1In addition, Gestalt Complecion correlated with
Inductive and Analytical Reasoning, Snowy Pictures with Inductive
Reasoning and Observation, and Concealed Words with Analytical
Reasoning and Number Series.

Maze Tracing did not correlate above .20 with any of the
cognitive measures, including structural visualization. Tnis was
unexpected irn light of previous Foundation research Zindings that
Map Planning, another ETS spatial-scanning measure, correlated
.49 and .45 with Paper Folding and Wiggly Block, respectively
(Technical Report 1981-2).

Initial principal components analysis with pairwise deletion
for the perceptual abilities tests and the cognitive worksampies
extracted six factors with eigermvalues greater than or aqual to
unity, namely, 6.09, 2.36, 1.66, 1.34, 1.08, and 1.00. The total
variance attributable to each of the first f-ur factors was
27.7%, 10.7%, 7.6%, and 6.1%, respectively. None of the
remaining factors accounted for more than 5% of the variance.
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Application of the scree test would have reduced the number
of factors from six to four, but the present study was more
interested in illuminating the relationships among the
worksamples than specifying the most-parsimonious factor
structure. Accordingly, 4-, 5-, and 6-factor solutions were
rotated to the varimax criterion. Because Maze Tracing did not
correlate even moderately with anv of the worksamples in either
the experimental or standard battery, this test was eliminated
from the ctor analyses. Tne 5-factor structure seemed more
interpretable than the 4~factor solution; specifically, the
latter solution appeared to force multiple factors together. at
the same time, no additional perceptual abilities factors were
manifested in the 6-factor solution. For these reasons, the
rotated factor matrix for five factors is reported in Table 18.

Factor 1 involves the flexibility-of-closure measures,
together with the spatially related JOCRF worksamples. Factors 2
and 3 can be interpreted as memory and verbal-facility factors,
respectively. The highest loadings for Factor 4 were related to
measures of idea production, while the highest loadings for
Factor 5 encompassed speed-related aptitudes, particularly speed
of closure.

Based on the results of this factor analysis together with
the correlation patterns, it is evident that the
flexibility-of-closure and speed-of-closure tests form factors
independent of each other. Furthermore, the speed-of-closure
markers remain together and are more or le distinct from the
other cognitive worksamples. Similarly, th -
flexibility-of-closure tests remain together when factored with
the cognitive worksamples, but it is important to note t+hat other
cognitive worksamples also loaded on the same factor as the
flexibility-of-closure measures. Specifically, there is evidence
of a relatively strong relationship between flexihility of
closure and spatial aptitude measures. This suggests that Hidden
Patierns, Hidden Figures, Drawing, and Tactics do not measure
flexibility of closure exclusively. Moreover, because Factor 1
has substantial loac.ngs on tests other than structural
visualization, the factor appears not to be measuring just a
structural component. 1Instead, what is most likely being
measured is a spatial component common to both flexibility of
closurz and structural visualization.

Three additional couments with regard to the
flexibility-of-closure worksamples are in order. First, despite
the relatively strong relationships of Hidden Patterns and Hidden
Figures with structural visualization, the sex effocts of the
former were quite different from the latter; that is, no sex
differences were found for Hidden Patterns and Hidden Figures,
whereas males significantly outperformed females on Wiggly Block
ard Paper Folding, F(1;1,267) = 69.90, p < .01, w2 = .05, and
£(1;1,267) = 42.87, p < .01, w2 = ,03, respectively. This
absence of a sex difference is apparently due to the
nonstructural component in flexibility of closure. Second, even
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Tabie 18

Factor Analysis of the. Perceptiual Abilities Tests

v .
_m . -
i

and Cognitive Worksamples in JOCRF Batterya

Factor loadings for rotatedb five-factor solution

Varimax rotation.

71

Worksample F1 ¥2 F3 F4 F5
Wigyly Block .78 .14 -.06 .03 .14
Paper Folding .74 .23 .18 -.11 .19
Memory for Design .49 .56 .09 .00 .26
Silograms -.06 .67 .38 .07 .09
Number Memory .13 .68 .20 -.04 .16
Observation .14 .73 -.15 .18 .03
English Vocabulary .06 -.02 .77 .32 05
Reading Efficiency .05 .14 .52 .55 .06
kumber Series .39 .33 .50 .13 .15
Math Vocabulary .33 .26 .71 .04 .05
Ideaphoria -.02 .07 .16 .69 .10
Foresight .08 -.06 .11 .65 .07
Graphoria .16 .20 .19 .49 .36
Inductive Reasoning =y .30 -.22 .54 - .40
Analytical Reasoning .44 .38 .24 .28 .10
Gestalt Completion .24 .03 .00 -.07 .69
Snowy Pictures .08 <29 -.08 .06 .70
Concealed Words .23 .07 .21 -.08 .72
Hidden Patterns .42 .11 .11 .34 .45
Hidden Figures .48 .03 .36 .14 .25
Drawing .65 -.03 .23 -.12 .15 .
Tactics .72 .04 .02 .13 .05 )
Note. Pairwise deletion of missing cases. Ns range from 423 to
gInitial extraction using principal components analysis.




though Drawing and Tactics are more strongly related to
structural visualization than are Hidden Patterns and Hidden
Figures, the latter two tests do not form their own factor.
Third, Hidden Patterns and Hidden Figures have lower correlations
with Wiggly Block and Paper Folding and smaller loadings on
Factor 1 than does Memory for Design, a worksample that .s
regarded as a measure of an aptitude distinct from structural
visualizatio:r.

Perceptual Abilities and the Noncognitive Worksamples

Table 19 presents the correlations of the eight tests in the
perceptual abilities battery with the noncognitive worksamples in
the JOCRF standard battery. None of the experimental measures
displayed moderate or high correlations w:{h the noncognitive
worksamples. The strongest relationships found were for Hidden
Patterns with the music tests and Finger Dexterity and for Hidden
Figures with Tonal Memory and Rhythm Memory.

Predicting Perceptual Abilities Scores f om Scores on _the JOCRF
Standard Worksamples

In making a decision regarding which, if any, of the
perceptual abilities tests to add to the standard battery, one
question that should be addressed is: Do any of the experimental
tests represent needless duplication with standard worksamples or
do they measure constructs unique to the perceptual abilities
battery? Based on the relatively low correlations between the
Maze Tracing Speed Test and the Foundation worksamples, it
appears that the construct mn-sured by Maze Tracing is unique;
that is, scores for Maze Tra. ing cannot be estimated from scores
on worksamples in the standard battery. Most of the correlaticns
of the speed-of-closvre markers with the Foundation worksamples
are also relatively low; still, there are several modzrate
currelations between these perceptual abilities tests and the
standard worksampless, which suggests the existence of some
overlap between sneed of closure and the constructs measured by
the JC™RF battery. The moderate correlations between the
flexibiitity-of~closure measures and the spatially related
worksamples indicate that the construct measured by the
flexibility-of~-closure tests is partly duplicated by worksamples
in the standard battery.

To determine the amount of overlap between the perceptual
abilities measures and the JOCRF worksanples, each perceptual
abilities test was regressed on all the workszmples in the
standard battery. The Foundation worksamples were entered into
the analyses hierarchically, with the cognf .1ve worksamples
entered in the first step and the noncognitive tests in the
second step. Table 20 presents the results of ‘these rearession
analyses.

As expected, {:he greatest overlap bhetween the experimental
and standard worksamples was found for the flexibility~of~-closure
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Table 12

Correlations Between Perceptual Abilities Tests
and Noncognitive Worksamples in JOCRF Battery

worksample®  @c Sp W HP HF DR Mz T  Rel.

Color Perception  — - - - - - - — -

Personality ns ns ns ns ns ns ns ns 89
Tonal Memory 16 17 20 24 28 14 ns ns 92
(13) (13) (17) (22) (22) (13)
Pitch Discrim. 20 17 21 28 24 21 ns 24 80
(15) (12) (17) (24) (18) (18) (18)
Rhythm Memory 16 16 26 26 30 24 ns 22 73
. (11) (11) (20) (21) (21) (19) (16)
Finger Dexterity ns 22 ns 28 24 ns ns ns 86
(16) (25) (18)
Tweezer Dexterity ns 15 ns 20 13 ns ns ns 93
(11) (18) (10)
Writing Speed -_— —_ — - -_— —_ - - -—
(16) (09)
Relisbility 68 51 79 91 68 88 22 73

Note. Correlations are corrected for attenuation, with uncorrected correlations in
parentheses. Leading Gecimals omitted. Ns range from 423 to 1,353. All correlations
are significant at the .01 level.

“Notation for worksamples: GC (Gestalt Completion); SP (Snowy Pictures); oW
(Concealed Vords); HP (Hidden Patterns); HF (Hidden Figures): DR (Drawing); MZ (Maze
Tracing Speed Test): TC (Tactics).




Table 20

Regression Analyses Predictinc: Perceptual Abilities Worksamples
Using Worksamples from JOCRF Standard Battery

Percentage of
R- unique, reliable
Worksample Relia. Stex® oultiple RP squared®  variance®

Gestalt Completion .68 Step1 .45 (.42) .18 .50

Step 2 .46 (.43)
Snowy Pictures .61 Step1 .42 (.40) .16 .45

Step 2 .43 (.40)
Concealed Words 79 Step 1 .47 (.45) .20 .59

Step 2 48 (.46)
Hidden Patterns .91 Step 1 .58 (.57) .32 .59

Step 2 .60 (.58)
Hidden Figures .68d Step 1l .85 (.54) .29 .39

Step 2 .56 (.54)
Drawing .88 Stepl .56 (.55) .30 .58

Step 2 .57 (.55)
#Maze Tracing .92 Step1 .30 (.26) .07 .85

Step 2 .31 {.26)
Tactics .73 Step1 .59 (.57) .32 .41

Step 2 .62 (.57)
2 Step 1 the cognitive worksamples were entered into the analyses; in Step 2
the noncoonitive worksamples were entered.
bN\muber in parenthesis is miltijle correlation adjusted for shrinkage. -
cR-souared and unique reliable variance were not calculated for Step 2,
because t+= noncogritive vorlisamples explalned relatively iittle » viance in
the perceptual abilities tests, after the variance explained by the cognitive

worksamples was remcved. R-sm;ared is based on the mzltipie R adjusted for
shrinkage.

d}-himnated reliability for Part 1 only of Hidden Figures was computed from
reported reliabilites fcr the whole test of .80 for females ard .82 for male:
(Ekstrom et al., 1976), using the Spearman-Brown formila for reliability of a
test of length .5.
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tests: the multiple Rs ranged from .54 to .58, which indicates
that scores on Hidden Patterns, Hidden Figures, Drawing, and
Tactics wer- - Dderately well predicted from the standard
battery. «ertheless, only about 29 to 34% of the variance in
these te: . is explained by all the cognitive and noncognitive
worksamples in the stundard battery (see the R-squared values in
Table 20). Thin means that the construct of flexibility of
Closure cannot L2 measured without administering at least one of
the flexibility-of-closure tescs in the perceptual abilities
battery.

For the speed-of-closure mark .rs, there is some, but not
much, overlap with the Foundation worksamples. Approximately 16
to 21% of thre variance in Gestalt Completion, Snowy Pictures, and
Concealed Words is explained by all the JOCRF worksamples
combined, which confirms that speed of closure is relatively
independent of the aptitudes measured by the Foundation.

Mot surprisingly, very little of the variance in the Maze
Tracing Speed Test is attributable to the worksamples in the
standard battery. In other words, the construct measured by Maze
Tracing is unique to the perceptual abilities battery.

Also as can be seen in Table 20, little variance in the
perceptual abilities measures is explained by the noncognitive
tests in the JOCRF standard battery, after the variance explained
by the coonitive worksamples is rer<ved. This was not surprising
in light of the relatively low correlations between the
perceptual abilities and the noncognitive worksau_les.

The last column in Table 20 presents the unique, reliable
variance in each of the perceptual abilities measures--tha‘ is,
the variance that cannot be explained by the Foundation
worksamples when the reliabilities of *“e experimental tests are
taken into account. The unique, reliabie variance in the
flexibility-of-closuie tests ranges from approximately 39 to
59%. Both Tactics and Hidden Figures have a moderate amount of
redundancy with the cognitive worksamples and somewhat low
rel'3bility; therefore, they contain less unique, reliable
variance than the other two measures of flexibility of closure,
Hidden Patterns and Drawing. For the speed-of-closure markers,
the reliable variances not explained by the JOCRF standard
battery are about 45%, 50%, ard 59% for Snowy Pictures, Gestalt
Completion, and Concealed Words, respectively. The percent of
unique, reliable variance for ¥aze Tracing is wvery high, 85%.

In summary, there is substantial overlap between Hidden
Patterns, Hidden Figures, Drawing, and Tactics and 1:he cognitive
worksamples in the standard battery, but these measures of
flexibility of closure alsoc have a moderate amount of variance
unique to themselves. Because of the lower reliabilities of
Hidden Figures and Tactics, Hidden Patterns and Drawing appear to
be the best of the four flexibility-of-closure tests. The
speed-of-closure markers are relatively independent of the JOCRF
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" worksamples. Compared to Gestalt Completion and Snowy Pictures,

Concealed Words, with its higher reliability, has a greater
percentage of *2liable variance that cannot be explained by the
standard batt - The construct measured by the Maze Tracing
Speed Test is ..que.

Perceptual Abilities and laterality,
Education, and Coliege Major

Perceptual Abilities and Laterality

As previously rentioned in the Method section, a multivariate
analysis of variance was performed with all th. experimental
tests except Tactics as dependent variables aié sex, eyedness,
and handedness as independent variables. The' multivariate test
for handedness main effects was not significant, nor were any of
the tests for interaction effects (i.e., eyedness by sex,
handedness bv seX, e edness by handedness, eyedness by handedness
by sex). As -=xpected, the sex main effect was significant,
Wilks’ lambda = .94, p < .001. The multivariate test for
eyedness main effects was also significant, Wilks’ lambda = .98,
B < .05. The univariate F-tests for eyedness revealed a
significant effect for Drawing (p = .014), with the effect for
Hidden Figures approaching significance (p = .079). This is
consistent with the findings from a recent Foundation laterality
study by Zinbarg (Technical Report 1237-2). in which eyedness
effects were found principally on tests thought to be related to
spacial ability.

For “he 10-trial Tactics worksample, an analysis of variance
of test scores by sex, eyedness, and haiidedness showed a
significant sex effect, F(1,413) = 45.76, p < .061l. Neither the
eyedness nor handedness effect was significant, and no
significant interaction was found.

For each of the perceptual abilities worksamples, the means
for the eyedness groups for males and females separately are
presented in Table 21. On the Drawing test, the variable-eyed
aroup yerformed s* nificantly better than the ieft- and
right-eyed groups. A similar trend was observed for the other
experimental worksamples, even though their univariate F-tests
for eyedness vere not significant. For the
Ilexibility—-of-closure measures and the Maze Tracing Speed Test,
the variable-eyed group tended to perform better than the other
two groups among both males and females. In addition, for the
flexibility-of-closure measures, there ' :s a tendency for
left-eyed females to score lower than exther variable- or
right-eyed females. For the speed~of-closure marker tests,
left-eyed females tended to score lower than either variable~eyed
or right-eyed females; among males, the trend was for the
variable-eyed group to outperforu the left- and right-eyed
groups. These results are congruent with Zinbarg’s (Technical
Report 1987-2) finding that variable-eyed males significantly
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Table 21

Mean Perfarmance on Percepbual Abilities Tests fin Famale and Male Fyedress Grogs
Famlies Males Gver-

__ FEyedessgrop — Fyedness gqraup all
Warksample All  Ieft Variable Rigit A1l  Ieft Variable Right D

Gestalt

Capletion 13.94 13.44 13.64 14.33 14.89 14.80 14.76 14.60 2.86

Snowy ,

Pictures 16.40 16.07 16.51 16.48 16.41 16.08 16.77 16.27 3.37

Concealed

Words 25.22 24.39 25.37 25.52 26.70 25.73 28.02 26.12 7.52

Hidden

Pattarns 195.69 191.70 199.61 195.28 196.72 191.74 203.49 193.76 41.61

Hidden

Figures 6.68 6.28 6.93 6.72 6.79 6.70 7.43 6.34 4.49

*

Drawing 23,34 21.28 24.97 23.36 31.58 29.41 34.38 30.37 15.24

Tactics 49.21 50.38 52.10 46.90 63.63 64.16 65.81 61.56 22.17

Maze

Tracing 29.31 29.08 30.54 28.74 32.41 32.05 32.93 32.17 8.76
n 595 131 164 300 635 120 218 297

*'Ihe.effect far eyedness was significant at the .05 level (ccanred anly for the
Drawing test).
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outperform the cther two groups on a number of cognitive ability
tests, including spatially related aptitude measures, with a
similar trend displayed among females.

Perceptual Abilities and Educationai Level

The multivariate analysis of variance using educational level
at time of testing as the independent variable yielded a
significant main effect, Wilks’ lambda = .79, p < .00i. The
univariate F-tests were significant at the .05 level for
Concealed Words, Hidden Patterns, Hidden Figures, and Maze
Traciag. The main effect was not significant for the analysis of

‘variance of Tactics scores by education.

Because the majority of Foundation examinees are in high
school or college at the time of their testing and are still in
the process of completing their schooling, a second multivariate
analysis of variance using only adlults aged 23 or older was
performed. Again, a significant main effect was found, Wilks’
lambda = .82, p < .05, with the univariate F-tests significant at
the .01 level for Concealed Words and Hidden Figures and
approaching significance at the .05 level for Hidden Patterns
(R = .054). In the analysis of variance of Tactics scores by
educational level for examinees older than 22, no significant
main effect was found. The pattern that emerges is that adults
with at least some education beyond high school perform better on
Concealed Words, Hidden Patterns, and Hidden Figures than those
individuals with only a high school educaticn.

Perceptual Abilities and College Major

Still to be addressed is whether the perceptual abilicies
have criterion-related validity with regard to non-test data such
as biographical information. A variable that was available for
exploring this question was examinees’ choice of college m: jor,
as Jjescribed earlier in the Method section. Of interest wa :
whether individuals who excel in speed of closure, flexibilaty of
closure, and spatial scannin¢ would tend to select and per=sist in
certain major fields of study, while those who score low in the
aptitude would tend to avoid those college majors.

To assess the ~:lationship of collegz mzajor to the perceptual
abilities, a multivaiiate analysis of variance was performed,
with the experimental tests (excluding Tactics) as the dependent
variables and major field of study as the independent variable.
The multivariate test for main effects was significant, "ilks’
lambda = .76, p < .001. Two more multivariate analyses of
variance were then performed: one with only the speed-of-closure
markers as the dependent variables and a second with the
flexibility-of-closure measures (excluding Tactics) as the
dependent variables. No significant main effect was found for
the former analysis, indicating that scores or Gestalt
Completion, Snowy Pictures, and Concealed Words are not
significantly different across college-major categories. With
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regard to the latter analysis, the mulvivariate test fur main
effects was significant, Wilks’ lambda = .82, p < .001. The
univariate analyses of variance revealed significant effects for
all three tests (i.e., Hidden Patterns, Hidden Figures, and
Drawing). ~ror the 10-trial version of Tactics, an analysis of
varisance of test w.cores by college major also showed a
significant main effect, F(6,129) = 5.05, P < .001. In an
analysis of variance of scores on Maze Tracing k; college major,
the rain effect was not significant. To review, the multivariate
and univariate analyses of variance indicated significant
relationships with coilege major for all four of the
flexibility-of-closure measures and not for the speed-of-closure
markers or Maze Tracing.

The nean scores for the ccllege-major groups are presented in
Table 22. Two striking results emerged from these analyses. The
first is that engineering majors scored considerzbdly higher than
the other college-major groups on the flexibility-of~-closure
measures, vith the exception of Hidden Pa%terns. The second is
the similarity in the ordering of the groups across the
perceptual abilities; that is, engineers along with biological
and physical science majors score highest on these worksamples,
then business and social science majors, followed by humanities
and education majors. It thus appears that individuals who
choose majors in the fields of engineering, physical science, and
biological science tend to score higher on the perceptual
abilities worksamples, particularly the flexibility-of-closure
tests, than those who choose other majors.

Because of the overlap £ nd between the
flexibility-of-closure measu’ 3 and the Foundation’s spatially
related tests, analyses of va. .ance for the JOCRF structural
visualization worksamples by college major were performed. The
main effect was zignificant for both Wiggly Block and Paper
Folding, F(6,439) = 7.53, p < .001, and E(6,451) = 11.11, p <
.001, respectively. Mean scores on these two Foundation
worksamples for the seven college~major groups are also presented
in Table 22.

It apnears that flexibilit of closure contributes to the
same majors as structural visualization, which suggests that
there may vwe a mediating effect operatiug among the
structural-visualization and flexibility-of-closure measures.
Because of the relationship between flexibility of «losure and
swructural visualization and the relationship between structural
visualization and college majors (which follows the same pattern
as the relationship between flexibility of closure and major
field of study), structural visualization could account for part
of th: relationship between flexibility of closure and college
majors; but, statistically, structural visualization can only
account for a fraction of that relationship. In otler words, at
least part of the contribution of flexibility of closure is
distinct from that of structural visualization.
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Table 22
o Abilities S Collece Maj
Over—-
ollece-maior catecory@ all
Worksample 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 f=0)
Gestalt
Ompletim 14.78 15.00 15.47 14.09 14.29 13.93 13.17 2.98
S'xg.vy
Picthres 16.53 16.95 17.60 l6.51 16.36 16.12 15.14 3.50
Comoealed
Words 27.54 27.06 28.93 26.60 26.73 25.50 24.61 7.62
Hidden *
Patterns 215.78 229.05 219.90 201.09 200.34 194.24 191.18 43.21
Hidden *
Figures 10.74 8.81 8.81 7.36 6.91 6.33 6.24 4,39
*
Drawin; 41.65 32.35 29.72 26 M 27.29 24.18 24.03 15.05
%
Tactics 83.62 61.65 55.96 59.46 51.55 49,27 49.25 21.23
Maze
'Izacing 30.96 32.67 32.38 30.03 2£.43 24.98 27.62 15.55
Wiggly *
Block 325.91 304.14 287.00 265.92 254.12 232.91 217.81 99.24
Paper. *
Felding 33.31 28.70 25.13 22.11 20.19 17.66 15.78 13.43
n . 46 21 32 151 80 97 45

MNotation for college-major categocies: 1 1 fngineering): 2 (Physical sciences);
3 (Biological scdences); 4 (Busingss); 5 (Social sciences); 6 (Rumanities);
7 (Enxcation).

“Ihe effects from the wnivariate F-tests were significant at the 001 level.
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GENERAL SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The purpose of thir study was to evuluate the psychometric
properties of the individual worksamples in the perceptual
abilities battery and to assess the relationships among the eight
experimental worksamples, as well as the relationships of the
perceptual abilities to the aptitudes measured by the JOCRF
standard battery. The eight experimental worksamples considered
jointly were found to measure three distinct factors, with one
represented by Maze Tracing (tentatively labeled "spatial
scanning"), a second by Gestalt Completion, Snowy Pictures, and
Concealed Words (labeled "speed of closure"), and a third by
Hidden Patterns, Hidden Figures, Drawing, and Tactics (labeled
"flexibility of closure").

It was also demonstrated that: (a) the Maze Tracing Speed
Test was not related to any of the JOCRF worksamples (i.e., this
measure showed good liscriminant validity), (b) the
speed-of-closure markers were relatively independent of the JOCRF
worksamples, and (c) the flexibility-of-closure measures had both
substantial overlap with the spatially related worksamples in the
standard battery and a moderate amount of variance unexplained by
the Foundation worksamples.

The Maze Tracing Speed Test is a highly reliable worksample
that takes but a few minutes to administer. Maze Tracing not
only does not relate to any of the other tests in the perceptual
abilities battery, including Tactics, but also does not correlate
even moderately with any of the cognitive or noncognitive
worksamples in the standard battery, including structural
visualization. Whether Maze Tracing represents a more general
perceptual ability, such as spatial scanning, however, was not
possible to determine in this study and remains to be
investigated.

Among the speed-of-closure markers, both Gestalt Completion
and Snowy Pictures had reljabilities that were lower than
desirable. As discussed in an earlier section of this report,
one way to increase a worksample’s reliability to an acceptable
.80 is to lengthen it by adding items. Gestait Completion, to be
reliable, would need to be almost doubled in length, which woulgd
extend total test time to approximately eight minutes, whereas a
reliable version of Snowy Pictures would require over 20 minutes
to administer. For this reason a lengthened version of Gestalt
Completion would be recommended over a longer version of Snowy
Pictures. It is important to note, however, that the process of
adding items to a test to increase its reliability entails rot
only designing additional items but also performing another set
of item analyses to verify their effectiveness.

Concealed Words, on the other hand, had a split-half
reliability near the Foundation’s recommenac2 minimum standard of
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-80 and required eight minutes to administer (not including
iistructions). Compared to Gestalt Completion and Snowy
Pictures, concealed Wcrds also had a greater percentage of
reliable variance that could not be explained by the JOCRF
standard battery. A potential “rawback to the use of Concealed

Words rather than Gestalt ¢ m or Snowy Pictures in the
JOCRF standard battery is . . roncealed Words Test involves
words rather than pictures ana, ..“efore, might appear (e.g., to
examinees) to be more related izo werbal than perceptual
abilities. Still, on the basis of psychometric properties, such
as reliability, as well as practical considerations, such as ease
and speed of administration, Concealed Words is superior to the
other two markers of speed of c¢losure.

A factor measuring flexibility of closure exclusively did not
emerge in this study. 1Instead, both the flexikhility-of-closure
and structural visualization worksamples loadecl on the same
factor. It was determined, however, that flexiltility of closure
is measuring a construct distinct from thst of structurai
visualization. This was based on: {a) examination of the
correlation pattern, which suggested that a spatial component
common to both flexiwility of closure : “4 structural
visualization is most likely responsible for the moderate tn high
correlations between the flexibility-of-closure and spatia: Ly
related worksamples; and (b) the fact that there was a moderate
amount of variance in flexibility of closulrre that could not be
explained by the Foundation worksamples, which indicated that the
construct of flexibility of closure could jiot be measured
sufficiently by the JOCRF battery alone; that is, without
administering at least one of the flexibility—~of-closure tests in
the perceptual abiiities battery.

With regard to the individual flexibility-cf-closure
measures, Hidden Patterns and Drawing possessed adeguate
reliabilities, while Hidden Figures and Tactics had
lower~than-desirable reliabilities. This means that significant
revision of Hidden Figures or Tactics would be necessary before
they were used further by the Foundation. 1In addition, even
though the R-squared values are similar for all four of the
flexibility-of-closure worksamples, the reliable variance in the
flexibjility-of-closure tesls that could not be explained by all
the ¥ .ndation worksamples combined was greater for Hidden
Pactt .ons and Drawing than for Hidden Figures and Tactics,
indicating that the former tests make more of a unigque
contribution than the latter. Although all four
flexibility-of-closure measures correlated moderately with a
number of cognitive worksamples in the standard battery,
particularly the spatially related measures, Hidden Patterns and
Hidden Figures were less related than Drawing and Tactics to
structural visualization. o0On the basis of test reliability,
unique reliable variance, and relationships with the worksamples
of the standard battery, Hidden Patterns had the best
discriminant validity of the flexibility-of-closure measures. It
was therefore concludzd that Hidden Patterns measures the
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construct of flexzibility of closure somewhat better (or more
purely) than the other experimental perceptual abilities tests.

Conclusions

The results of this study indicate” that, in general, the
perceptual abilities factors of flexikility of closure, speed of
closure, and spatial scanning are not measured by the worksamples
in the JOCRF standard battery. In other words, the incorporation
of one or more measures of these perceptual abilities into the
Foundation battery would not represent needless duplication with
the standard aptitude worksamples. In particular, the analyses
suggested that: (a) the construct measured by Maze Tracing
represents an independent cognitive factor, perhaps spatial
scanning; and (b) Concealed Words and Hidden Patterns display
better discriminant validity than the other experimental
speed-of-closure and flexibility-of-closure worksamples.

Of the tests in the experimental battery, then, the Concealed
Words Test, Hidden Patterns Test, and Mace Tracing Speed Test can .
be considered the most suitable perce - 1al. abilities measures. .
If further research indicates them to be predictive cf ]
occupational preference and job satisfaction, these measures may
make useful contributions to the JOCRF standard battery.

.
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